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Q: Today is April 13, 1994. This is an interview with Ambassador Arthur William Hummel,
Jr., done at his home in Chevy Chase, MD, on behalf of the Association for Diplomatic
Studies. | am Charles Stuart Kennedy. Mr. Ambassador, | wonder if we could start out with
your background, because it's a very unusual one. I'd like to talk a bit about this as we go.

HUMMEL: All right. | was born in China in Fenchow (now Fengyang), in Shanxi Province.
My parents were missionaries. We moved to Peking when | was three years old, so my
only childhood memories are of Peking.

Q: You were born in 1920?

HUMMEL: That's right. | spent most of my time in Beijing, then known as Peking. We
moved back to the United States in 1928. My father ended his service as a missionary,
because he was basically a scholar of Chinese. He was recruited by the then Librarian,
Dr. Putnam, to be head of the Oriental Division of the Library of Congress. We moved to
Chevy Chase in 1928, not far from where we are now. | had forgotten all of my childhood
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Chinese because | refused to speak it, which, | understand, is not too unusual among kids
born abroad who want to be like other Americans.

Q: I had a son who would never speak Serbian again. He never used it. Well, let me talk
about your early years. You were eight years old when you left China. Can you talk a little
about being a young lad and growing up to age eight in Beijing?

HUMMEL: Well, we lived in Peking in a mission compound, which housed the College of
Chinese Studies, where my father was on the faculty. We had Chinese servants. We were
much more attached to them, and they to us, than is likely today. Our principal Amah, for
my sister an me, had been hired in Peking, before | was born and while my parents were
studying Chinese in the Peking Language School. The Amah moved with my parents to
Shanxi Province, where my sister and | were born, and then moved back to Peking with us
when my father was transferred there when | was three years old. We had our own, full-
time rickshaw puller, who took my sister and me to the American school along the dusty,
dirty streets. | think that my parents tried a little to isolate us, for health reasons, from the
local environment, but we got around quite a bit. Our amah used to take us out secretly,
without the knowledge of our parents, to buy Chinese candies from street peddlers. |
spoke Chinese before | spoke English. Other American missionary kids in Peking in those
days all learned Chinese very well because of the intimate contact with the Chinese
household staff.

Q: Would that have been “Mandarin” Chinese?
HUMMEL.: Yes.
Q: What kind of missionaries were your parents?

HUMMEL.: My father was a teacher and then was principal of a middle school, and later
was on the faculty of a Mission-run language school for missionaries and scholars and
businessmen and military officers (including Gen. Stilwell) in Peking.
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Q: I meant, what denomination?
HUMMEL.: Congregational, under what was called the American Board of Missions.
Q: Well, you left Beijing in 1928. What was the situation in China when you left?

HUMMEL.: We left earlier than usual; missionaries were normally on a seven-year cycle,
six years followed by a year of “furlough”. We left early because Chiang Kai-shek and his
troops were moving North, mopping up the war lords, and unifying the country for the first
time on the Northern Expedition of 1927. Whenever he took over a place, as in Nanking,
there was quite a bit of turmoil, unrest, and shooting—anti-foreign activity as well as turfing
out the war lords, but as in Nanking and Chinan cities there had also been serious anti-
foreign actions by his troops. The Mission decided that it would be wise for us to leave,
one year early, supposedly for “furlough” or home leave.

When we returned to the United States, my father was approached by the Library of
Congress and offered a job there because of his scholarship in Chinese studies, which
was much rarer then than now. He promptly agreed, left the Mission Board, and we moved
here to Washington. He took over his job at the Library. He became a well-known and
highly respected China scholar, with some definitive books to his name.

Q: You were eight years old when you came to the United States. What about your
education?

HUMMEL.: | went to primary school, about a half mile away from here.
Q: In Chevy Chase?

HUMMEL.: Yes. Then | went to junior high school nearby. My parents, who had become
Quakers by that time, sent me off to a Quaker boarding school near Philadelphia, where
| was supposed to spend four years of high school. | was kicked out in the third year for
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sneaking away at night—it was the “macho” thing to do. | and a couple of buddies took a
long, trolley ride into Philadelphia and went to an all-night burlesque show.

Q: Oh, yes. | did that in Los Angeles. | didn't get caught.

HUMMEL: So | spent the rest of that year in Washington, at Woodrow Wilson High School,
in Washington, DC. Then, in the following year, they let me back into the boarding school
and restored the scholarship | had been given. That was my senior year, when | went
back. It was a great school—very well organized and | was given an excellent education.

Q: Was there any particular “concentration” there? Was it general liberal arts?
HUMMEL.: General liberal arts and very high quality.

Q: Lots of writing?

HUMMEL: Yes.

Q: So when did you graduate from there?

HUMMEL.: In 1937. | almost didn't graduate because they kicked me out again for
putting an alarm clock in the Quaker meetinghouse. That was in the last few days before
graduation. However, they allowed me to graduate.

Q: | suppose they felt a certain amount of pleasure when they got you out of there. To
think of the “silent meeting” of the Quakers. Did the alarm clock go off, or was it just
ticking?

HUMMEL: No, one of the faculty heard the ticking. It was a loud alarm clock. He climbed
up and saw where we had hidden it above the door.

| went off to Antioch College in Ohio for a year and a half and then dropped out in 1939.
In those days it was called “sophomoritis” when people dropped out at that stage, and
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believe me it wasn't an accepted thing to do; very hard on my parents, and on me. |
simply wasn't doing the work and flunked out. To this day I'm very much in favor of giving
youngsters time to figure out what they want to do. Our system is great—much better than
any European system. You can allow people to drop out.

Q: You can come in...

HUMMEL.: And drop out for a while. You don't have to stay out, but can return and finish a
good education, as | did. It's easy to get back into the educational system here in America.

Q: What did you do, then, after that?

HUMMEL.: | roamed around the Middle West, hitchhiking and taking odd jobs at various
places—in Detroit, Columbus, Ohio, and so on.

Q: The “Depression” was still pretty serious in 1939.

HUMMEL.: Yes, but | could always get rather low-paying jobs at department stores as a
clerk. One time | worked for a detective agency, but it wasn't at all dramatic. It involved
simply being a “shopper” to check up on the clerks.

| did settle down for a time here in Washington. | had had some good biology lab training
at Antioch. | was a lab technician at St. Elizabeth's Hospital here in Washington. | also had
a job at a Kodak film processing place. | did have some relatively steady jobs.

However, | went back to China in 1940 at the end of this phase, when | was 20. At

the Library of Congress my father was planning a six-month stay in China, on a book
purchasing mission for the Library of Congress. My parents decided to send me out in
advance of their arrival to refurbish my Chinese in a proper language school, and not
incidentally to get me out of my roving life (if there had been “hippies” I'd have been one,
although drugs were not involved). They were going to follow along later. The tense and
worsening situation between the United States and Japan caused their trip to be canceled.
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So there | was, a young bachelor all alone in Beijing. My Chinese came back with a rush.
| learned 40 times faster than anybody else in this language school and got my Beijing
accent back. It's pretty prestigious to have that; it's like being able to speak Parisian
French.

| was working as an English teacher in a Chinese high school, a Catholic mission high
school. | was too dumb to leave before Pearl Harbor, even though the Embassy and my
parents were all urging me to leave. So | was interned by the Japanese.

Q: Before we move to that, what was the situation as you saw it at that time? Was Beijing
under Japanese control at that time?

HUMMEL: The Japanese had first sliced off Manchuria in 1932. Then they moved on to a
full-scale war with China in 1937 and occupied all of the large coastal cities—Shanghai,
Beijing, and so on. So they already occupied that part of North China. On Pearl Harbor
day, December 8, 1941, in China and Japan, all of the American, British, Canadians, and
S0 on, became “enemy aliens,” just as many Japanese here in the United States.

Q: What was life like in Beijing as an American before Pearl Harbor?

HUMMEL.: Very pleasant. | was earning enough to afford a bicycle and used to take trips
with fellow Americans. | was also fooling around with some of the White Russian girls who
lived in Peking, and was fairly close to some of the Chinese students at Fu Jen University
where | taught English in their High School.

It was a very pleasant life, and | was really seriously studying Chinese. After | left the
language school and moved to Fu Jen to be a teacher of English, | hired a Chinese tutor
and read a great deal of Chinese, getting fairly proficient in the written language.

Q: This, of course, was more or less new to you—reading of Chinese and all of that?
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HUMMEL.: Yes. | had not had any exposure to reading Chinese. | guess | mentioned the
White Russians, but that was kind of frivolous. | was also involved with a group of young
people, some of them teachers at Yenching University, right outside of Beijing, which was
an American mission-run university. And other people like that—mostly Americans.

Q: Were there Chinese who were particularly attracted toward the Americans, or because
the Japanese were there and, perhaps, because of the influence of the Kuomintang? Was
there something of an anti-Western tendency among the Chinese?

HUMMEL: No, not at all, because the United States was supporting Chiang Kai-shek

in Chungking. Americans were, | think, at least as welcome as any other foreigners. Of
course, nobody liked the Japanese occupiers. Relationships otherwise were very easy
and pleasant. We still, of course, enjoyed “extraterritorial” status, which wasn't abolished
until the war was almost over. We didn't have to worry very much about local police or
harassment, except possibly from the Japanese.

Q: We were giving support to the Chinese. Were the American volunteers flying at that
time?

HUMMEL: Yes.
Q: So it was not covert assistance to China against the Japanese.

HUMMEL: No, it was quite public and open, although the Flying Tiger American group was
not officially under the U.S. Air Force until after Pearl Harbor brought us into an official
state of war.

Q: Did the Japanese try to “take it out” on the Americans?

HUMMEL: No. They didn't want to take on foreigners in 1940, when | arrived. As it turned
out, they had already bitten off more than they could chew in China itself. As you know,
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they got bogged down and never captured Chungking, although they tried mightily quite a
few times. They lost a lot of men doing it, as did the Nationalists, in resisting them.

| don't know what would have happened if they had managed to overrun all of China. Then
they might have felt that they didn't need good relations with our countries. But they did
need good relations before the Pearl Harbor attack, particularly for trade.

Q: Were there any warnings prior to Pearl Harbor? Was life just going on normally?

HUMMEL.: Nobody suspected that the Japanese were going to attack Pearl Harbor.
However, there was a general feeling that foreigners who didn't have a specific reason for
staying in Japanese-occupied areas of China ought to leave. The Embassy was sending
around circulars to that effect.

Q: But you were there, doing your usual thing.

HUMMEL.: | was having a very good time and | felt a sense of accomplishment in what |
was doing in language study. | was making quite considerable progress.

Q: Where was our Embassy at the time? It was in Chungking, wasn't it?

HUMMEL.: Yes, it was in Chungking. However, in Beijing there was the old Embassy
“compound” with over 100 Marine Guards left over from the time when the capital was in
Beijing, before the Kuomintang established its capital in Nanking. | shouldn't have said
“Embassy”. We called it the “Legation.” It actually wasn't even a Legation. It was the
Consulate General in Beijing, because the Embassy was in Chungking.

Q: The Embassy had been in Nanking until...

HUMMEL: Some time in 1938, when the Japanese turfed it out of Nanking. The Embassy
moved up the Yangtze River to Chungking to stay in Free China, and we didn't recognize
the Puppet Chinese government established by the Japanese.
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Q: Well, did you have much contact with the Consulate General in Beijing?

HUMMEL.: Very little. Only toward the end, when they were attempting to withdraw the
Marine Guards, which should have been a signal to anybody like me to leave. At that time
they called me in, along with many others, and urged us all to leave.

Q: Was there a sizable American community in Beijing at the time?

HUMMEL.: | don't know the total size of the American community there, in Beijing itself.
When we were rounded up more than a year later and sent off to an internment camp,
quite some distance from Beijing, we had about 3,000 people there. This was the Western
community in the North China area. There were about 3,000 people, including more than
500 Catholic priests and nuns who all wound up in the internment camp.

Q: This included British, French, and the whole European contingent?

HUMMEL: And a few Free French. Of course, the Vichy French were not interned, being
allies of Germany.

Q: They didn't get locked up.

HUMMEL.: | made two efforts—I was part of a group and not the instigator—to escape
from Beijing, but each fell through when the promised liaison with communist guerrillas
collapsed. We would need help in being taken care of and escorted across Japanese-
dominated territory on our way back to Chungking, and each time those who were in
contact with the communists in the Western Hills nearby thought they had everything
arranged, the communist guerrillas backed out.

Q: This is prior to your being rounded up? What happened? Were you told by the
Japanese just to stay at home?
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HUMMEL.: After December 8 we were told to stay at home for about a week. Then—and

| think that it was more or less voluntary—I| moved from where | had been living alone to
join a group of former Yenching University Americans who had been living outside Beijing
and were forced to move into the city, to a property owned by the U.S. Government near
the Legation, called San Kuan Miao. There were huge city walls in those days, which have
since been torn down. We enemy aliens were more or less free to roam around the city
inside the walls. We could even get permission to bicycle outside the city for the day. The
situation was very relaxed, although it was called “internment”, and we couldn't leave.

Eventually, on March 25, 1943—more than a year after Pearl Harbor—we were all
rounded up and told to pack two suitcases which we could carry. We were sent off by train
to a place in Shandong Province. Shandong Province is the one that more or less sticks
out into the Yellow Sea toward Korea.

Q: It had been under Germany at one time.

HUMMEL.: That's right, and later dominated by the Japanese after World War I. The former
Presbyterian mission compound at Wei-hsien where they put us was pretty far away and
rather isolated. It had a very large school and a hospital. We occupied the dormitories.

The Japanese guards lived in the adjacent area where the former foreign missionaries had
lived.

Life in the internment camp was really not all that bad. We were given the ingredients,
equipment and fuel for preparing food, and most people were busy with camp jobs:
cooking, cleaning, taking care of kids or running the school. My job was in the hospital, in
charge of the lab, where | did simple blood counts, stool examinations for amoeba, and
so on. We had organized athletic activity and had a small softball field. By the end of the
internment there had been more births than deaths in this camp. Nutrition was not at all
good, but we had visits and supplies, including hospital supplies, through the Swiss Red
Cross representative to China.
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| didn't manage to escape until May, 1944. | wound up as a member of a Chinese
Nationalist guerrilla unit, not far away, outside the internment camp, where | stayed for a
year and three months until V-J Day in August, 1945.

Q: When you were in the camp, were you able to follow the course of the war pretty well?

HUMMEL.: Yes. Somebody had brought the parts and cobbled together a clandestine
radio receiver. However, the information wasn't circulated very widely, because we didn't
want the Japanese to know that we had such a radio. We had an internal government
setup within the internment camp—not elected, but appointed by agreement. We had a
Camp Council and a Camp Head to deal with the Japanese. It was rather well organized.
One of the internees, Langdon Gilkey, who later wound up at Divinity School at Harvard,
who happened to be in Beijing at Yenching University, subsequently wrote a book, called
“Shandong Compound.” This was a description of the human side—the frictions, the
incompatibilities, and the way people interacted in this environment for more than three
years.

Q: Beginning at the end of 1940, you had your first year in Beijing during the halcyon days
of the Japanese, when they were overrunning everything in their path.

HUMMEL.: | arrived in China in September, 1940. Pearl Harbor, of course, didn't come until
December, 1941, more than a year later.

Q: Did you see any change in the attitude of the Japanese? I'm thinking of when the
United States entered the war in December, 1941. During the first six months of 1942 the
Japanese could take practically anything that they wanted. Then things started to become
more difficult, and their conquests started to be rolled back. Were the Japanese well-
informed themselves about what was happening?

HUMMEL.: | had no way of telling what the Japanese troops knew.
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Q: But did you have much to do with the Japanese? Or were they just sort of “out there”?

HUMMEL: They were “out there” and they were conspicuous in their policing activities
around Beijing. We Westerners were certainly conspicuous after Pearl Harbor, because
we all had to wear armbands, proclaiming that we were “enemy aliens.” If you had to go
to a Japanese Government office for anything, when you passed the Japanese sentries
outside, you had to bow. If you didn't, you were slapped. However, | think that that

was almost the only change from the past in that first year, when we were under loose
internment, within the walls of the old city of Beijing.

Q: How did your escape come about?

HUMMEL.: | had a friend named Laurence Tipton, a British chap who died recently, and
who has written a book about his experiences in China before we were interned and also
about life in the camp and with the guerrillas. He had worked for BAT, British-American
Tobacco Company. He had had the foresight to bring along small gold bars and other
substitutes for money. He and I—with my knowledge of the Chinese language, since he
didn't know much Chinese—bribed a few of the Chinese coolies, who were coming in and
out to work in the internment camp. We asked them to carry and mail letters out. | wouldn't
have known whom to write to, but Tipton did. He had a lot of business contacts. He would
write letters to them. We would talk to the Chinese coolies and ask them if they knew
anybody we could get in touch with.

Eventually, contact was made, but, oddly enough instigated by the guerrilla unit that

we finally ended up with. They arranged to smuggle letters in to us, which promptly got
into Tipton's hands. Of course, it was immediately taken to our Camp Government. The
guerrillas offered to come in with large forces and do away with the Japanese guards.
They would quickly construct an air field, the Americans would come and fly us all away
to Free China. This, of course, was a harebrained idea—not practical, for many different
reasons.
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However, after the initial contact was made, we kept up with it. Eventually, it was decided
by the camp government that a small group of probably two people would be given
authorization by our camp management to escape and go to these guerrillas and establish
contact with Chungking, presumably. The camp would then have a liaison base outside.
Actually, | was not nominated at first. The camp government decided that Tipton should
be one to go. He was a seasoned China traveler with good judgement. A very talented
Catholic priest who was older, spoke and wrote excellent Chinese (better than | could)
was initially nominated to go along with Tipton. However, at the last moment the priest's
superiors were afraid—and they were right—that the Japanese might retaliate against
other Catholic clerics, and he was forbidden to go and | was put in at the last moment.

The arrangements worked well for getting out of the camp. Very simply, we had a small
ladder which we used to get over a brick wall. We put a stepping stool outside, stood on
that, jumped over the barbed wire, and we were out. All this while friends stood guard
to warn us if the Japanese guard at that section of the wall were to approach. We met a
group of the guerrillas—some 10 of them—about a mile away in a clump of trees near a
cemetery, which we had designated as a meeting place.

Q: Were there any repercussions when you escaped? Did they have a pretty good system
of knowing who was in the compound?

HUMMEL.: Yes. The people in the camp waited until the afternoon to report that they
thought that someone was missing. The Japanese got very excited and lined everybody
up and counted and recounted them. | had been living in a large room with about six
people. Three of my roommates, whose beds were nearest to mine, as well as others
who slept near where Tipton used to sleep, were knocked about by the Japanese, but

not very hard. They were put into a sort of makeshift jail. They were on bread and water,

| think, for four or five days. After that, things calmed down, except that the Japanese
greatly increased the physical security of the place. They dug a big, deep ditch and raised
a higher wall. It would have been much harder and more complicated for anyone else to
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get out, and nobody else tried. The Japanese instituted several extra head-count lineups
for about a month, and that was about all of the repercussions.

Q: Isn't “Tenko” the Japanese term for head counts?
HUMMEL.: | don't know. The repercussions of our escape were not too bad.

Q: It sounds as if there were considerable differences between this camp and those down
in Thailand and Burma. One hears about the British, particularly from Singapore or Hong
Kong...

HUMMEL.: You're absolutely right. The key was how close a camp was to Japan, and the
oftener “Gaimusho” people, from the Japanese Foreign Ministry, could visit the camp.
Foreign Ministry officials had a hand in advising the Japanese camp commander, who
was a military man. The Ministry officials could not give orders to the military, but, by
visiting the camps from time to time, they helped to ensure that conditions didn't get too
bad. We were in the camp closest to Japan—in North China. The internment camps in
Shanghai were not good at all and were quite bad in some respects. In the Philippines
the internment camp at Santo Tomas was quite bad. Singapore, as you said, and Borneo
—the farther you were away from Japan, the worse off you were. Of course the civilian
internment camps are what I'm talking about, not the POW camps.

Q: Now, who were the guerrillas? Where did they operate?

HUMMEL: That's a long story. I'm slowly working away at a history of this guerrilla outfit,
based on the written memoirs of the commander. It was composed of local people from
the same area or Hsien in Shandong, and many of them were related to each other. The
commander himself had been a middle school teacher. He patriotically joined up with
some force or other in the western part of Shandong Province, close to Hopei Province
shortly after the Japanese attached China in full force in 1937. At that time there was a
fervent movement to oppose the invading Japanese.
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In spite of having no military training at all, he and others obtained some weapons and
were formed into units. However, they were rather ineffective and disorganized,; and
were rolled over very quickly by the Japanese. Also very quickly, they began to squabble
among themselves. With one thing and another, they had so many disasters that they
wound up back in their own home Hsien. They had no support from Chungking at all.
With no money—and few arms—they managed to start a very small scale resistance to
local puppet Chinese troops, who occupied that area. This sort of thing happened all over
Shandong Province. Shandong people are known for being tough, militant, and pioneer
types. They're the ones who colonized Manchuria, for instance.

These little guerrilla units gradually put pressure on police posts and Puppet units—we
used the term Puppet for Chinese who were collaborating with the Japanese. Gradually,
the guerrillas spread out from tiny little areas, maybe just one village which was conspiring
against the police and Puppet supporters. From time to time they would attack and rob

a small police post, taking over another village or so. This unit, the 15th Tsung-Tui, had
expanded to a point where, when Tipton and | arrived, there were about 8,000 armed
troops in an area 10 miles by 20 miles. The Japanese didn't come into the area, unless
they were sent on mopping up expeditions.

Q: The Japanese just had too many of these areas to deal with.

HUMMEL.: That's right. From time to time we would receive a warning that Japanese or
Puppet troops were advancing on the border of our area. We would pack up everything
that we could pack up and become mobile. They actually had machinery to manufacture
bolt-action rifles and gunpowder. They would bury all of this stuff. Then they would wait
and try to stay out of the way of the Japanese, until they left. There was no pointin a
frontal battle, which is what the Japanese were trying to force them into. Fundamentally,
the Japanese would sweep back and forth through our area, sometimes for as long as two
weeks, trying to capture the guerrilla headquarters and leaders.
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Q: The guerrillas' feeling was that they could outlast the Japanese, because the
[Japanese] weren't going to stay.

HUMMEL.: That's right.
Q: What was your role? What were they using you for?

HUMMEL.: Tipton and | were considered valuable assets, and we were given nominal
military ranks, and were regarded as Advisers. We sent a couple of messengers back by
land, who eventually arrived in Chungking and contacted the Office of Strategic Services
(OSS) detachment there. Eventually, they were returned to us by air—by parachute drop.
They brought money and some medicines for the camp, which the camp really didn't need.
We didn't need the money, either. Plans were being made, right at the end of the war, for
a large air drop of ammunition and a small unit of OSS troops—Americans to drop into our
guerrilla area. The thinking was that it seemed possible then that American troops might
be landing somewhere on the coast of China as a further step toward the defeat of Japan.
There was no American unit in all of Shandong Province, and it could turn out very useful
to have some Americans in place.

Unfortunately, the weather was bad the day that the air drop was supposed to come,

and the planes flew back to Chungking. Let's see, this was probably the second air drop
scheduled. The first air drop was when they sent our messengers back. The second air
drop was going to be ammunition, and without any Americans. The third air drop I'll come
to in a moment. For the second air drop there was a ground fog, and they couldn't see the
panels we had put out to mark the drop site, so they flew back to Free China. | learned
later that their plane had engine trouble and couldn't get all the way back to their base in
Sichuan Province so the crew all had to parachute out, while the plane crashed.

Our unit was of course Nationalist, rather than Communist. There were also communist
guerrillas nearby, who had clear lines of communications all the way back to Yenan, their

Interview with Arthur W. Hummel Jr. http://www.loc.gov/item/mfdipbib000539



Library of Congress

headquarters. By accident, we had been contacted by Nationalists. If we had wound up
with the Communists, Tipton and | could have walked out through Communist territory and
gotten back to Chungking, had we chosen to do so. But of course we were emissaries of
the camp, and our purpose was to maintain liaison with the camp.

The Nationalist guerrillas were split into quite a few separated, and sometimes hostile,
groups. The communist guerrillas were much more unified, and could use troops gathered
from many of their “liberated” areas to mount a campaigns to knock off the Nationalist
guerrilla units, one by one. By this time, the fragile entente between Communists and
Nationalists that initially was effective during the early years of their war (beginning in
1937) had broken down as early as 1940. As the war dragged on, mutual hostilities were
commonplace between Communist and Nationalist units and antipathies were high. In fact
there was a three-cornered war going on, and it was difficult to say which side was more
at fault. As the Japanese looked more and more like losers, the communists in Shandong
systematically started to wipe out Nationalist guerrilla areas one by one, with an eye on
occupying more of the territory at the time the war ended.

The communist guerrillas drove us entirely out of our “home” area. For the last 10 days or
two weeks of the war Tipton and | were moving two or three times a day, keeping ahead of
the Japanese in areas which were usually controlled by the “puppet” troops.

Q: Were the communists actually attacking you?

HUMMEL.: Oh, yes. They attacked and took over for themselves virtually the whole area
which my guerrilla unit had carved out. It was very bloody warfare, involving the assault
by Communists against our large, fortified village strong points with high mud walls, and
gates. One by one, they reduced those points. The communists had mortars and a few

pieces of artillery. Instead of fighting the Japanese they decided to “mop us up.”
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Q: Was this Nationalist guerrilla group made up of patriotic people owing allegiance to the
Nationalist government in Chungking.

HUMMEL: They were devout Chinese nationalists, with a small “n.” They were highly
patriotic and anti-Japanese. Interestingly, it wasn't until the messengers that we had sent
to Chungking came back by airdrop that the top officers of this guerrilla unit discovered
what a mess Chungking was. It was very disillusioning to them (and to me) to hear
reports of the corruption and incapacity of the Chinese Nationalists, as recounted by the
messengers.

Q: Did you feel that it was within your mandate to keep an eye on the internment camp so
that if anything happened...

HUMMEL.: Oh, yes. More especially, we would send reports—again, by Chinese coolies
—into the camp to tell the internees about the war situation, particularly conditions in

the Pacific area. Sometimes, we would get replies from the camp. We had reported to

the camp when we sent the messengers off to Chungking. When they came back by

air, we reported that also. We asked them if they wanted any of the medicine which had
come in by air, and which was intended for the camp. They said, no, they didn't need it.
They already had an arrangement, as | said, through the Swiss to get medical supplies.
Besides, it would be too dangerous to try to send them the medical supplies which we had
received. Yes, there were communications like that.

Q: How did your guerrilla unit feel about the communists?

HUMMEL: There was longstanding hatred between them, based on a lot of warfare and
mutual attacks between the two types of guerrillas. People in this unit were highly anti-
communist as well as being highly anti-Japanese.

Q: Looking at this situation from a great distance, one has this feeling of non-involvement.
The communists were trying to mobilize the will of the people. However, this obviously
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was a case where they weren't tapping into the popular will, at this point and in this place. |
take it that these people whom you were with were not landlords and did not represent the
corrupt forces in China.

HUMMEL.: | wouldn't say all that. | would say that in the areas where the communists
operated they were very highly organized and were supported by the people. They

were Chinese, after all. They were very adroit in making sure that the people were the
“water,” and that they were the “fish” to swim in that “water.” There was a lot of discipline,
which you couldn't say about the other guerrilla units. The other, Nationalist units, except
for the one | was with, had virtually all come to some kind of half way “live and let live”
understanding with the Japanese and the “puppet forces.” | think that that was true of
virtually all of the Nationalist guerrilla units. Maybe one or two had not done so. This is the
excuse which the communists used—and still do—for attacking them and wiping them out,
because so many of them were “running dogs” of the Japanese. That was not at all true of
the unit | was with.

| didn't try to have much conversation with the Chinese communists, but I've collected
some of their writings, including some rather specific Chinese communist reminiscences
of the war in that area. As | say, I'm working slowly on translating and annotating the
memoirs of the guerrilla commander. It's like something straight out of “The Romance of
the Three Kingdoms” a classical Chinese novel.

| had never met the previous guerrilla commander, Wang Shang-chih. He had an opium
habit and went to Tsingtao, the big port in Shandong Province, for an operation, of

course under an assumed name. The Japanese picked him up and “converted” him. He
was sending letters to his former subordinates in our area, advocating surrender to the
Japanese, using the argument, “Why should we fight? It just means hardship for you,”

and so on. He had a lot of prestige, originally, and more than the commander that | got to
know. He was responsible for actually building up the guerrilla unit, and was well regarded
up to that time. So there was beginning to be talk among the troops of the our guerrilla unit
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that they should follow their former commander, stop resisting the Japanese, and have
an easier life. The deputy commander of the unit, who moved up to be the commander,
decided that surrender to the Japanese was intolerable, though he pretended to agree to
it.

He arranged a meeting on the border, with some Japanese and Chinese “puppet” officials,
to which the Japanese brought this captured commander. At the right moment, just like out
of a bit of Chinese history, “my” commander, the former deputy commander, surrounded
the place with his own troops. He captured everybody, shot all the Japanese except one,
whom they tortured for a time. They buried him alive, which was rather brutal, but standard
for both sides. They captured their own commander, who, of course, had to be locked up
or sequestered.

Q: For you personally, working in this atmosphere, did you learn things about the Chinese
which you couldn't have learned anywhere else? How the system worked?

HUMMEL: Oh, yes. | was on fairly intimate terms with the Chinese in the headquarters
unit, with whom | worked all the time, and very close to a few. | also got to know some

of the ordinary villagers with whom we lived. They all talked freely about everything. |

think that | picked up a good feeling for what many Chinese are like—and, indeed, what
Chinese bureaucracies are like, because the guerrillas had their own brand of bureaucratic
rivalries. | learned a lot about the Chinese, in an environment that | previously had not
experienced. | flatter myself that | can, perhaps, understand better than most the way

the Chinese, and even the Chinese communists, think and operate. | understood the
pressures that were on them and some of the reasons why they do things they may not
want to do or prefer not to do. However, their “heads would roll,” bureaucratically speaking,
if they didn't. My understanding of this kind of peer-group pressure is an advantage in
understanding how the present government, and officials, and common people, feel.
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Q: What were some of the impressions which you got of the Chinese bureaucracy? | think
that this is very important, because China later became a large part of your career. Was it
primarily hierarchical? How did it work?

HUMMEL.: The first thing | would say is that this guerrilla unit was a military dominated
bureaucracy. It was not like what | came in contact with later on. It was very “clean”—there
was virtually no corruption, because everybody knew what everybody else was doing.
One of the “handlers” assigned to Tipton and me at one point, when we weren't doing very
much but were waiting for the messengers to come back from Chungking, turned out to
have a relatively minor opium habit. This was not common at all in this area, and such
people were looked down on for having it. Anyway, he was so obnoxious that Tipton and

| couldn't stand him, and he was removed from duty with us. From that time on, nobody
lived with us; we were quartered in villagers' homes, as were many of the Headquarters
unit.

The bureaucracy was military dominated, and it was run by people who had little training,
but were doing their best. The school system was really quite a good one, considering the
circumstances. It was based on the school system that had existed previously, which had
been supported, not by the central or the provincial government, but by the local villagers
and the county. The rationing and tax collection system, and so forth, was, | thought,
extremely well administered. You couldn't exactly call it super efficient, and of course it
would be disrupted from time to time by Japanese security sweeps.

They were puritanical about sex, following traditional Chinese norms, but they could be
very bawdy in their language and actions. They were really striving to be upright, honest,
Chinese nationalists, and doing a fair job of it.

Q: How did the peasants relate to this organization?
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HUMMEL: Well, they were all very closely knit. If the peasants had been asked or given

a choice, they would have wished that all the troops would go away. | saw no signs that
any of them were pro-Japanese, pro-communist, or anything else. The farmers gave the
military people credit for wanting the best for China and for having a valid reason for doing
what they were doing to resist the Japanese in a patriotic way. The peasants gave them
credit for these things. So it was a fairly good organization. This is what | believe, at any
rate. | would have known if they felt real resentment, because it would have come out in
small ways. Probably not directly, but in small ways, and easily detected because we lived
very close to them in the villages.

Q: How did you hear about the end of the war? The communists were already coming in
and keeping you moving at this point, so | take it that the end of World War Il in China was
really...

HUMMEL: We had access to radio reports, and indeed published a mimeographed weekly
newspaper. We knew vaguely that something terrific had happened—some new bomb
had been dropped on Japan, and then nothing seemed to happen for a day or two. We
were getting garbled reports when the surrender of the Japanese actually occurred. There
was a false report of the surrender—I think about two days before the actual surrender.
As soon as it became obvious that the surrender had occurred, Tipton and | asked to be
sent back to the internment camp and they immediately made arrangements to do so. We
arrived the day after a bunch of Americans from OSS had been dropped by parachute—
with food, supplies, and so on, in a relief effort for the internment camp. Marching back to
the camp at the head of a column of uniformed guerrilla troops was quite an experience,
and we were warmly welcomed.

We then stayed in the camp until we were evacuated by air to Peking. This took about
a month, because ground transportation was being sabotaged by communist guerrillas
who wanted to hinder any return of Nationalist troops to take over from the Japanese.

| was asked by the camp authorities, now the OSS group, to lead a team outside the
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camp to liaise with the Chinese communists nearby. The railroad had been cut in both
directions, both to the sea and to Tsingtao, and the civil war was already starting between
the Nationalists and Communists. We wanted to use the railway to evacuate the people

in the camp. We trekked to a communist headquarters and asked them communists to lay
off and even do some repair, so that we could get people out by rail. | spent two days with
them in a nearby place as an official emissary from the camp.

Q: Did they know you or feel that you were “tainted” by your association with the
nationalists?

HUMMEL: No. | didn't feel that and | never felt it because later on, when | returned to
China after diplomatic relations were officially established, they knew my Chinese name,
which was fortunate. My name is an easily recognizable Chinese one. My later contacts
with communists in 1945-46 showed that they did not feel any animosity because | was
on the KMT side during the anti-Japanese war. And by the 1970's in Washington, and
the 1980's when | met went back to Beijing, none of us was blamed for any of this by the
people who were fighting against the Japanese during the war.

Q: How did you get out of China?

HUMMEL.: Finally, we had to be flown out from a local airfield. | flew out to Beijing. | can't
remember exactly why, after all of this, but | was so enamored by China that | stayed on
an extra year, working for the United Nations relief program, UNRRA [United Nations
Relief and Rehabilitation Administration]. | was doing survey trips, mostly into Chinese
Communist areas, to find out what was needed for relief there. It was a fascinating

time. This was during the Civil War, the Cease-fire Mission, and the Marshall Mission.

Of course, as it turned out, we never turned over practically any relief supplies to the
Communists. It was all sent to help the Nationalists. This was one of the reasons why |
became disgusted and went home. Not that | liked the Communists, but | didn't think that it
was the right policy.
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Q: How was UNRRA run in China at that time?

HUMMEL.: Headquarters was in Tientsin, about 60 or 70 miles East of Beijing and near the
sea coast. | worked out of headquarters because of my knowledge of Chinese and also
because | was young and adventurous. They sent me to some very odd places—all the
way up into Manchuria, when the fighting was going on there. They sent me to investigate
reports that relief supplies were being stolen in a Nationalist controlled area.

They sent me into an area that was entirely flooded out, in southern Hopei Province. The
Communists outside the area had breached the dikes and flooded the fields right up to the
brick and mud walls of Yung-Nien town, the county seat. There were ex-"puppet” troops
inside the walls, now converted to supposedly loyal Nationalist troops who had turned their
coats. The Nationalist Government in Beijing was air dropping huge gunny sacks of bread.
They killed about four people and damaged quite a few houses with these bread sacks.
However, they were sustaining life inside the city. | negotiated an agreement, which was
promptly broken by the Communists, under which they would allow the purchase from
outside of a certain amount of wheat and wheat products, cooking oil, and so on. This
was to go into the city under safeguard. Theoretically, this food would be for the benefit of
civilians, not the military. This was a ridiculous distinction. The military would obviously get
their “payoff.” That was the second time | came into direct contact with the Communists.

Q: What was your impression of the Communists you dealt with at that time?

HUMMEL.: Very straightforward, stern—not hostile but very military and very disciplined.
They were also very tricky. Perhaps | shouldn't say that, as every human being is capable
of deceit. In other words, they were capable of breaking their word. When people are told
to break their word by higher authority, that's what they do. But | was impressed with them.
They were businesslike.

Q: Who were your superiors in UNRRA? Where did they come from?
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HUMMEL: They were all Americans. One was an American Chinese, named Paul Young.
He ran the office. | don't remember all the other people. There were about five or six of us.
| was the “field man.”

Q: Did they seem to know what they were doing? Did these people understand the
situation and how to deal with it, or were they people straight out of the United States at an
unfamiliar and difficult time?

HUMMEL: The responsible people knew what they were doing. Most of the “new” people
had some experience of Chungking, in one capacity or another. They moved food into
the major cities, and this worked. Of course, the Army, Navy, and Air Force, like everyone
else, cooperated very well, indeed. They supplied most of the airlift.

Q: You'd been living in this kind of “never never world” in the Shandong Peninsula, either
in an internment camp or with Nationalist guerrillas. Did you find that the corruption that
one hears so much of on the Nationalist side had “taken over” pretty much or not?

HUMMEL.: Yes. Most of the corruption was in Shanghai, which | visited a couple of times.
| got to know the OSS [Office of Strategic Services, World War Il predecessor to the CIA]
people there and tried to join up, but they wouldn't have me, partly because | was not a
“settled, sober citizen.” | was too much of a maverick.

Q: You weren't “lvy League?”

HUMMEL: Well, that wasn't it; had some rough characters. Besides, | had never finished
college. Anyway, | went to OSS headquarters in Shanghai a couple of times and to see
other people in Shanghai. It was quite obvious to me that the Nationalists were “messing
up” the situation in so many ways in their attitude. They treated the people, not as liberated
“brothers,” but as dastardly collaborators with the Japanese, quite unnecessarily alienating
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people and “ripping them off,” right and left. There was a lot of corruption. It was very
unpleasant to see, too. | didn't like it at all.

Q: Did this affect the other Americans there, watching this, too?

HUMMEL.: Yes, but it was balanced by a strong distaste for the communists, who had
their own “black marks,” so to say. They were very tough. Indeed, as | said, not very
many people had the experience | did of seeing communist troops trying to wipe out a
Nationalist guerrilla unit. | had seen that first hand. But there were a lot of stories to this
effect, circulating around.

The “China Lobby” in the US was working full blast. Demonizing the Chinese Communists
was a very popular thing.

Q: So you worked for UNRRA for about a year and then...

HUMMEL: The war ended in August, 1945. | began working for UNRRA almost
immediately thereafter. Finally, | left China in June, 1946.

Q: Of your own volition?
HUMMEL.: Oh, yes, of my own volition.
Q: At the time you left, what was your impression of where China was going?

HUMMEL.: Well, let me tell this little vignette, and that will answer your question. Walter
Robertson was a well-known State Department official. | think that he was the civilian
deputy to General George Marshall, at “Cease-fire Headquarters” in Beijing. The
objective of General Marshall at the time was to negotiate the establishment of a coalition
government in the disputed areas, particularly in North China. James Grant, now head of
UNICEF [United Nations Interim Children's Emergency Fund], was also born in China. |
met him there in Beijing. He was asked by Walter Robertson to bring some people to him
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for breakfast meetings so that Robertson could talk with them about China. So Jim Grant
conveyed an invitation for breakfast, just Robertson and me.

Robertson asked me, first off, to give my views on the prospects for getting the Chinese
Communists and Nationalists together in a coalition arrangement in North China to
avert a civil war. | said that there was virtually no prospect of success. | had seen both
sides. There was too much mutual hatred. It was hard for me to imagine that they could
ever work together. If they ever did work together, temporarily, they would split apart
again. | said that both sides had strong reasons for wanting to break any agreements,

if they could get some territorial advantage out of it. | don't think that | even got that far,
when Robertson jumped up from the breakfast table—there were just the two of us—
and stomped around the room, berating me for my lack of “patriotism”! He said that they
were going to make a coalition government work and that | shouldn't say that it wouldn't
function. | was really “pissed off” at this performance. | had been asked for my opinion. |
gave it, and then was accused of...

Q: Robertson, of course, became Assistant Secretary of State for Far Eastern Affairs
during the Eisenhower administration. He was a great supporter of Chiang Kai-shek.

HUMMEL.: He was part of what people loosely called, “The China Lobby.”

Q: He was very influential. Apparently, he continued to display this attitude, from what |
gather from other people. You weren't supposed to say the “unspeakable.”

HUMMEL: Anybody like Teddy White, who wrote a famous book, called Thunder Out of
China exposing the vulnerabilities and malfeasance of the Chinese Nationalists—anybody
who did that was unpatriotic and possibly a communist, in Robertson's view. This was all
raised later on in the hearings conducted by Senator Joseph McCarthy.

Q: Speaking of that, did you have any contact with the “Old China Hands?”

Interview with Arthur W. Hummel Jr. http://www.loc.gov/item/mfdipbib000539



Library of Congress

HUMMEL: Not in China, no. Well, yes, | met some of them, but it was just a nodding
acquaintance.

| got tired of these [UNRRA] survey trips and realized that my reports weren't going to

go anywhere. | knew that | had to return to the United States some time and finish up
college so that my skills would be more marketable. | left China in June, 1946. | went down
to Shanghai and obtained passage to the United States as a “workaway” crew member
(that means a full crew member, but picked up not in the home port but midway during the
voyage) in the engine room of an American Liberty freighter called the M.V. Hook Hitch.

It took two months to get across the Pacific because we went to Guam, had to offload the
cargo that we had and then had to load other cargo. That's how | got back to the States.

Later on, through the auspices of some good friends from Westtown School | had a very
lively and interesting six months in New York City as a lecturer for the United China Relief
organization. They would send me out to lecture to various groups to raise relief money.
As a special promotion we put on a show in Kansas as part of a national fund raiser for
United China Relief. Secretary of State Stettinius came to one of these observances. |

had an instant immersion into huckstering and Madison Avenue, center of the advertising
industry in New York City. All of this was fascinating for a young man, fresh out of radically
different and exotic experiences abroad.

Q: Was there a “line” that you found? | would think that in view of what you had seen you
couldn't really talk about the situation in China as it was.

HUMMEL: That wasn't a problem. | had no desire to see the communists take over
China. | really didn't like them. | had been somewhat indoctrinated by my Chinese friends,
all of whom were on the Nationalist side, even though they wrung their hands about
Nationalist shortcomings. | could and did say a lot about the good things that were going
on in China—the rebuilding, the schools, all of the activities that had come to life, and the
bravery of the Chinese Nationalists. There were far more Chinese Nationalist troops killed
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during World War Il than Chinese Communist troops, in the frontal battles that they had
repeatedly with huge numbers of Japanese troops. Those battles were not fought against
the communists, nor did the communists lose nearly as many men.

On the need for relief in China we worked out a presentation containing the facts. | would
present a lecture and answer questions. | was able to do sincerely what | was supposed to
do, and that was to raise funds for United China Relief; the needs were truly great.

Q: When did the civil war end in China? Was it in 1949?

HUMMEL.: Yes. In 1949 Chiang Kai-shek fled to Taiwan, and the communists took over
Mainland China.

Q: When you were giving these lectures, things were still in a state of flux?

HUMMEL.: A hot civil war was going on, particularly in Manchuria, which took a long time
to fall to the Communists. As | know now from our records, the Chinese Nationalists, over
our strong objections, insisted on trying to hold onto Manchuria. They lost an enormous
number of Nationalist troops up there when it finally fell to the communists. Then the

civil war continued, with the communists getting more and more turncoats from among
the Nationalist troops. Whole Nationalist units would come over to the communists. The
snowball rolled on until Chiang Kai-shek was pushed off [the mainland].

By this time | was at the University of Chicago. My father was a University of Chicago
graduate. | took a kind of comprehensive exam designed for servicemen who had had
their education interrupted during World War Il. The University of Chicago had this unusual
system. | became a Master of Arts, after two and a half years, without ever getting a B.A..

Q: This was the idea of—what was his name?

HUMMEL: Robert Maynard Hutchins.
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Q: He was the President of the university. The university was very progressive.

HUMMEL.: | had one deficiency in the entry requirements that | had to make up. That was
in economics. | managed to pass all of the rest and then promptly went into the University
of Chicago School of Chinese Studies. | got an M. A. there in 1949. | was made a member
of Phi Beta Kappa. | don't know how they ever wangled that and it was quite unexpected,
as far as | was concerned.

Then | came back to Washington, DC. | first spent six months beginning in June, 1959,
working in ONI, the Office of Naval Intelligence. Then, through friends, | got a job in FE,
the Far East Division of the State Department.

Q: First of all, in Chinese studies, did you find that the academic world was different from
the world you had experienced directly, yourself? Your father, of course, was a Chinese
scholar, so the area wasn't unfamiliar to you. Did you find it difficult, coming from your very
practical and down to earth experiences, to accept the academic view of China or not?

HUMMEL: No, | don't think that | ever felt that. I'd been in college before and knew what
the colleges were like. The subject matter was totally different from before, but | think | was
very adaptable. | knew before | went to the University of Chicago what it would be like, so |
just adjusted to it.

Q: How long were you in ONI?
HUMMEL: From about June to December, 1950.
Q: What were you doing there?

HUMMEL.: | was an analyst in the Far East Section. We had a small unit. We would arrive
about 4:00 AM and would look at the newspapers and telegrams and write up brief,
“punchy” headline items for the Captain. The Captain, in turn, would “brief” an Admiral.
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The Admiral then would brief the Chief of Naval Operations later on in the morning. It
was interesting and fun. | learned a very complex skill, that is, reducing a description of
complex matters into a few, short paragraphs.

Q: Was the Navy preparing to do something at that time about the situation in China?
HUMMEL.: Well, no, our unit was just a small part of a global briefing mechanism.
Q: You were just observing developments.

HUMMEL: Yes, all over the Far East. | was introduced to situations all over the Far East. |
would write up items about anything that was happening.

Q: Then you moved...

HUMMEL.: Directly into the State Department in FE/P—the Office of Public Affairs in the
Far Eastern Division. This was a dual operation. We were active in support of some of the
people who were being harried by Senator Joseph McCarthy and his friends. We were
also operating and managing the whole USIS (United States Information Service) program
in the Far East. | was involved on the China side, of course.

Q: Was there a USIA, United States Information Agency, at that time or was USIS part of
the State Department?

HUMMEL: The OWI [Office of War Information, an independent, executive agency] had
folded up when World War Il ended. By 1949 USIS had been set up, under the State
Department. It included the “Exchange of Persons” and the Fulbright programs as well as
information programs..

Q: Walter Robertson would not have been there when you entered the State Department,
would he? This was during the Truman administration.
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HUMMEL: No, he had been in the State Department and then had left.

Q: He came back later on. Robertson, | guess, served with General Marshall. Then he
disappeared. | think he went to Congress, or something, as an adviser or some such thing.
He came back to the Department when President Eisenhower came into office in 1953.

HUMMEL.: | don't recall that. | never met him in the Department, and he was not head of
the Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs at that time [1950].

Q: This was the time when the initial attacks against the “China hands” were going on.
How were you involved?

HUMMEL.: | would help quietly to look something up, whatever it was, to supply the people
who were being attacked. They were all Foreign Service Officers and deserved support
from the State Department. | can't say that | was intimately involved in this. There were
people who were more senior and smarter about this matter than | was. | do remember
looking up materials, facts, and figures. We watched TV very carefully to see what we
could do to help. But | was also involved in some of the aspects of operating the whole
USIS program and exchange of persons.

Q: What types of people were we exchanging at that time—with the Far East?

HUMMEL.: | was working on China exclusively. The Japanese end of things was still under
the U. S. military.

Q: Probably so, because the military left when the Treaty of Peace was signed in 1951.

HUMMEL: A certain number of Americans went out to teach at Chinese universities. This
was before the Communists took over Mainland China. By the time | graduated from the
University of Chicago, the communists had already taken over Mainland China. But there
were a lot of Chinese scholars who were stranded in places like Hong Kong and Japan,
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whom we invited into the United States under the Fulbright or other programs. We had
an extremely active USIS post in Hong Kong, which | shortly went out to take charge of.
It was producing essentially propaganda and informational materials—anti-communist
material and competing for the “hearts and minds” of overseas Chinese whom we could
reach, including those in Taiwan.

Q: The Korean War was going on when you were in Hong Kong, wasn't it? It started on
June 25, 1950. Did that change things for you?

HUMMEL.: It changed a lot of things for the China specialists, because there was no longer
any lingering hope that we could find a way to live with Mao Zedong. We were at war with
him. We had suspended all aid—both military and civilian—to Chiang Kai-shek in 1949,

in an effort to build a relationship with the communists, to no avail. A lot of people have
forgotten that. We didn't reinstate aid to Taiwan until the attack on the Republic of Korea

in June, 1950. The whole mood of our country changed. After all, there was a Sino-Soviet
bloc and there was reason to believe that the whole Soviet bloc was testing us out in
Korea. It was a matter of life and death, not only for Koreans, but also for American foreign
policy in general.

So it was no longer a question of whether one should stand up for the possibility of existing
with Communist China. By the way, conditions were pretty grim. They were knocking off
landlords and other “undesirable class elements” or “class enemies.” It was no longer

a question of whether we should speak out about what was going to happen in China.
That stage had passed. Nobody knew what was going to happen in China. There was no
possibility of a rapprochement with the Chinese Communists.

Q: I remember that | graduated from college in 1950. The students at the time sort of took
the view that “We should have diplomatic relations with [Mainland] China.” This was the
attitude of the “Eastern liberal establishment.” It wasn't that we “loved” these people. It was
just, “Why not have relations?”
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HUMMEL.: | would have agreed with that at the time.
Q: Then the Korean War came, and that...

HUMMEL.: Ended all of that. So this made life easier for China analysts in the State
Department. It is not true that we lost our analytical capabilities here. We were analyzing
everything that we could find, in Hong Kong and elsewhere. However, any intellectual
strain that might have existed among people like me or John Stewart Service or anyone
else ended with this armed attack on us.

Q: There was that period between June 25, 1950, when Kim Il Sung [North Korean leader]
attacked South Korea, and around November, 1950, when Chinese Communist troops
crossed the Yalu River and ambushed our troops.

HUMMEL.: You skipped one enormous event, and that was General MacArthur's landing
of troops at Inchon, Korea. That action cut off a lot of North Korean troops in South Korea
and was enormously successful. It enabled the United States, and the mostly American
forces, to throw all of the North Korean troops into total disarray. | think that landing was in
September, 1950.

Q: Yes. Then there was the crossing of the 38th Parallel [of North Latitude, the dividing
line between North and South Korea prior to the North Korean Communist attack on South
Korea].

HUMMEL: The Chinese Communists had warned us not to cross that parallel.

Q: I'm not sure exactly where you were in FE, but were people wondering what the
Chinese Communists would do?

HUMMEL: Yes.
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Q: Was there any “feel” for this?

HUMMEL: There was concern about what the Chinese Communists might do. At the same
time, there was a feeling, “Why should we go back to the 'status quo ante' and not 'punish’
the North Koreans?”

Q: The guestion was asked, “What is this all about? They tried to take over South Korea
by force. Should we really...”

HUMMEL.: “Let them go home, lick their wounds, and try again later?”

Q: Although the Chinese Communists had made noises about it, our going North of the
38th parallel, | don't think that there was any thought in our minds of going beyond the
Yalu River, although some say that MacArthur had that secret desire.

HUMMEL.: No. At the same time, | think it was unrealistic of us to expect that the Chinese
Communists would tolerate our being right on their border. Or for their friends, the North
Koreans, to be totally annihilated.

Q: But at the time were the China analysts [in FE] suggesting that the Chinese
Communists might do something, or was it just cautionary?

HUMMEL.: | don't know, because | wouldn't have been directly involved in this kind of
policy debate in the Department at that time. | know, from things I've read later, that

there was considerable concern among the analysts about what the Chinese Communist
reaction would be. Here was General MacArthur, enormously successful, not only in World
War Il but in this whole Inchon landing—a really, genuinely fantastic military maneuver.

He was calling the shots. It was the White House and a small group outside the State
Department, dealing with an essentially military, rather than a political problem. | don't
know. I've read that there were analysts in the State Department who cautioned against a
move to the Yalu River. The Chinese Communists now point to messages from Zhou En-
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lai through Indian Ambassador Pannikkar, saying, “Don't do it. We warn you not to go back
across the 38th parallel.” However, | don't see that that was feasible. Why should we stop
there and let the North Koreans off?

Q: Yes. It just couldn't have been done. Also, the Indians were extremely suspect in those
days.

HUMMEL.: Oh, yes, they were. Their motives were very complex.

Q: If I recall the Ambassador you're talking about, he was next to Krishna Menon. He was
of that ilk.

HUMMEL: He was a slippery character.

Q: Then you went where? To Hong Kong after this?

HUMMEL: The next thing was that | met my wife in the State Department.
Q: What was she doing?

HUMMEL.: She was in an exactly analogous position in NEA [Bureau of Near East and
African Affairs, its name at the time]. She'd graduated from SAIS [School of Advanced
International Studies at John Hopkins University], had gone out to Turkey, and had taught
in a college there for three years. She then came back to Washington and was hired

by NEA. So we were working on a joint, anti-communist cartoon film called “When the
Communists Came”. | shudder now to think of it.

Q: Have you ever seen it?

HUMMEL.: | did see it once but | never want to see it again. It was so amateurish. Anyway,
she and | would go up to New York for policy sessions with other people who were doing

Interview with Arthur W. Hummel Jr. http://www.loc.gov/item/mfdipbib000539



Library of Congress

this animated cartoon. Anyway, we were married in 1951 and sailed off to Hong Kong in
1952.

Q: When did you go to Hong Kong?
HUMMEL.: In the fall of 1952.

Q: My real question on this was that when the Eisenhower administration entered office
on January 20, 1953, was there any appreciable change that you felt at your level? Was
anybody going around, calling your colleagues “the people who lost China?”

HUMMEL: No, | didn't see anything like that within the government. There wasn't any big
difference. | can't recall any.

Q: Today is June 16, 1994. This is a continuation of our interview with Ambassador
Hummel. Mr. Ambassador, we left it when you had been in Far Eastern Affairs in the State
Department. You had met and married your wife. This was all back in 1950-1952. Then
you served in the American Consulate General in Hong Kong from 1952 to 1955. Could
you describe what the situation was in [Mainland] China at that time? | assume that this
was your major preoccupation, even though you were in Hong Kong.

HUMMEL: Well, the main event, of course, was that the Korean War was still on. There
was an enormous sense of uncertainty in Hong Kong. We were at loggerheads with the
British businessmen there, who were still shipping things into Communist China that we
didn't want shipped in. We had a very large Economic Section in the Consulate General,
tracking down sometimes very stupid things. | remember that | saw an Airgram, a kind of
report that we used in those days, saying that American condoms should not be exported
to Hong Kong because Chinese Communist troops could use them to cover the muzzles of
their rifles when it rained.

Interview with Arthur W. Hummel Jr. http://www.loc.gov/item/mfdipbib000539



Library of Congress

Q: [Laughter]. Of course, it's true. | was in South Korea at the time. This was standard
operating procedure for my [M-1] carbine. But anyway.

HUMMEL.: It did seem a little extreme. | guess I'm describing a state of great uncertainty
because nobody knew whether the Chinese Communists were going to march in and take
Hong Kong, which they could have done at any time if they had really wanted to.

Q: What was the situation? The British, of course, had troops on the ground in Korea. It
wasn't just a “token force.” There were major British naval and air units in Korea, too. How
was this situation reflected in the Hong Kong environment?

HUMMEL.: Aside from this great sense of uncertainty—more among the British than
among the Chinese population—there wasn't much of a reflection. There was a very
hostile confrontation along the Hong Kong-China border. However, this had been going on
for quite some time, anyway. After all, the Korean War began in the middle of 1950, and
the Chinese Communists crossed the Yalu River [into Korea] in late 1950. So both sides
had sort of gotten used to a sense of confrontation. It doesn't seem to me now that there
were overt signs of hostility, except that we were all warned, when we went up to look at
the border, to stay well back from it and out of range of Chinese Communist binoculars.
The British were very careful not to be provocative. However, aside from that, along the
border and despite the differing British and American attitudes toward exports to Mainland
China, there was one other aspect of this situation. A lot of British people left Hong Kong.
Where you previously had British clerks in British shops like Lane Crawford and in hotels
and so forth, they had left because of the uncertainty. There were very few of them. Their
places were taken by Chinese.

Q: Was there a feeling that the Chinese in Hong Kong were a potential “fifth column” at
that time? Was everybody getting suspicious, or was it more generally accepted that these
people really didn't want to have anything to do with Mainland China? Or did we have
mixed feelings in this sense?
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HUMMEL.: | think that most people felt that the Chinese in Hong Kong were there because
they didn't want to be under communist domination. While, no doubt, the British Special
Branch had plenty of work to do, a large amount of that work was centered on making sure
that the Chinese Nationalists—people controlled by Taiwan—were not being “provocative”
to the PRC in an unacceptable way.

Q: You mean that they the Chinese Nationalists were trying to stir things up.
HUMMEL.: Yes, trying to stir things up.

Q: Around that time, in Burma and, | guess, Malaysia, too...

HUMMEL: No, that was later, at the time of the “Cultural Revolution”.

Q: But weren't there Chinese groups in Burma, Chinese [Nationalist] groups sort of
“keeping the flame alive,” at least to some extent.

HUMMEL.: Yes, that's right. And a bit later on we were supporting very active Tibetan
guerrillas in Tibet, as well as Chinese Nationalists in the Shan states of Burma.

Q: One more point. How was our Consulate General in Hong Kong set up at that time?
Who was the Consul General? What were the activities of the Consulate General?

HUMMEL.: Julian Harrington was the Consul General. He had had no experience in the
Far East. | guess that he was pretty good at organizing the Consulate General. When |
first went to Hong Kong, my job was to be a so-called “Evaluation Officer,” doing public
opinion surveys of Hong Kong for USIS among the Chinese population of Hong Kong, as
far as we could do them. The PAO [Public Affairs Officer] left Hong Kong shortly after my
arrival, and | was promoted to that job. It was a wonderful opportunity for me because |
was responsible for producing Chinese language materials for overseas Chinese all over
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Southeast Asia—and Taiwan as well. Hong Kong was a very lively place to produce these
materials. For that purpose | got to travel all around Southeast Asia.

Q: What type of publications were we putting out?

HUMMEL.: Aside from simple-minded, straight anti-communist stuff, | think that our
greatest coup was to invent a magazine called “World Today,” which was published in
Chinese. It turned out not to require any subsidy at all because we were able to sell it

on the newsstands. It was extremely popular and circulated all over the region. This was
invented while | was in charge of USIS there. It wasn't exactly my idea. The local staff and
my American subordinates came up with the idea. It was printed on good paper and had
good color printing. It contained topical stories. | remember that when Clark Gable came to
Hong Kong to play in a movie called “Soldier of Fortune,” we introduced him to the leading
Chinese starlet, whose name was Li Li-hua. We had the two of them on the cover of the
magazine, “schmoozing” a little bit on a boat in Hong Kong harbor. That edition sold out
immediately, and we had to reprint quite a few copies.

Q: Where did you get your materials for this publication?

HUMMEL: There was a fair amount of anti-communist content. We were trying to report
on adverse events in China, to a certain extent. However, we didn't fill the magazine with
stories of that sort. We had articles of general interest—almost anything that you could
imagine that a Chinese audience would be interested in.

Q: Did you have to pay for these articles or were you able to get things, virtually as publicly
available...

HUMMEL: We had some pretty good writers on the staff of our Consulate General, one of
whom was to become extremely famous as the head of one of the largest motion picture
studios in Hong Kong and a multi-millionaire. We had a lot of talented people on our staff,
but we also paid for articles written by people outside the Consulate General.
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Q: Did you get micro-management from USIA in Washington?

HUMMEL: No, we didn't. We were very lucky that way. We had a great deal of freedom
to decide what should go into the magazine. Editorial material was labeled as such. It
generally came from Washington. The printing was done at a very large printing plant in
the Philippines owned by USIS.

Q: This was all in Chinese?
HUMMEL.: All of it.

Q: Perhaps I'm showing my ignorance, but Chinese writing for publication is basically the
same everywhere.

HUMMEL: That's right. Written Chinese is basically the same. There are a few, little
“quirks” about some of the dialects. However, although the “pictographs” are pronounced
in wildly different ways in the different dialects, the writing system is intelligible to all
Chinese speakers.

Q: As you were distributing [this magazine and other material], what about areas such as
Indonesia, which has a large Chinese community which was not looked upon with favor by
the Indonesian [authorities]. It was the same thing in the Philippines. Chinese “expatriates”
have not been overly welcome guests in many places. Did you have to worry about the
sensitivities of those countries in distributing your...

HUMMEL: No, not particularly. We and the materials we were subsidizing, including, by
the way, a large number of books translated from English into Chinese, were all on the
correct political side as far as these governments were concerned. The governments were
basically anti-communist.
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Q: As you produced these materials, you were also involved, | assume, with the “China
watchers.”

HUMMEL: Yes, indeed.

Q: What were you getting from our “China watchers?” Could you describe how they
operated at that time and how effective they were in terms of their point of view?

HUMMEL: Well, there was an active corps of non-government people who were
journalists, “China watchers,” scholars, as well as staff members of the Consulate General.
Obviously, the Political Section of the Consulate General was very interested in anything
that was going on in Mainland China. Word of a new refugee who had come out of
Communist China who was a particularly good source would spread quickly through this
community. People would go and interview him or her and try to find out what they knew
about the particular conditions in the area from which they came and, hopefully, conditions
in Beijing. A very large amount of this material was published in a Consulate translation
survey which is still a standard source for the Chinese Communist era. This was translated
by the Consulate General and distributed to virtually anybody who wanted it Survey of the
China Mainland Press.

Q: Did you have a “joint” translation service there with the British?
HUMMEL: No. We did this ourselves.

Q: Did you find that the British were doing anything comparable, or were they “playing a
different game?”

HUMMEL: They did a very selected and small number of translations, which they
distributed on a very careful basis, internally within the Hong Kong government and not
for general use. The British were content to let the Americans be the “bad guys,” as far as
the Chinese Communists were concerned. The British themselves did not distribute anti-
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communist materials, which could have added to the trouble that the British already had
themselves with Communist China.

Q: The British had an Embassy in Beijing, didn't they?
HUMMEL: Yes.

Q: From your vantage point, was anything coming out of the British Embassy, or were they
living in a sort of isolated, non-productive mode?

HUMMEL: No. The British in Beijing were isolated and were not looked on with great favor
there. However, they had an opportunity to talk to people, move around the city and see
what it was like, and pick up rumors. [The British Embassy staff] was a fairly active bunch.
They had good people—as we did also. For me, at any rate, one of the bright spots was
the way in which we, and the British, too, continued to produce Chinese language officers
through our systems of language training. Even though the jobs available to them were
few and the future was uncertain, we still kept a lively flow of people going through our
Chinese language courses.

Q: Where were the British training their language officers?
HUMMEL: Mostly in Hong Kong. We trained ours in Washington and Taiwan.

Q: With your knowledge of Chinese, did this help you to “get out and around” more easily
in Hong Kong? Were you able to talk to the refugees?

HUMMEL: Oh, yes. Most of the refugees fresh from Mainland China were from
Guangdong Province and spoke only the Cantonese dialect, which most of us did not
speak. However, the most useful refugees came from elsewhere in China. We could
understand them. We all had contacts with them when they came out.
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Q: Was there a Chinese Nationalist element in Hong Kong, or was there an independent,
anti- communist community?

HUMMEL: The anti-communist element was pretty much co-opted by the Nationalist
authorities in Taiwan. They were supported and paid by—even if they weren't full-time
employees of—the Chinese Nationalist Government. They were closely tied into it.

Q: What was your impression of the Chinese Nationalist Government at that time?

HUMMEL: | made several trips to Taiwan, partly because the materials that we were
producing were also being used in Taiwan. | wanted to know what the reaction was to
them. | was quite impressed with the way in which the Nationalist Government had pulled
up its socks and eliminated many, if not most, of the ills that had caused its downfall on the
mainland.

Q: Corruption was one of the major ones.

HUMMEL.: Corruption was one of them. There was also mistreatment of their own citizens
on the mainland. When the Nationalist Chinese took over the areas which had been
occupied by the Japanese, they quite often treated the local Chinese population as if
they had all been collaborators with the Japanese. This led to a great deal of totally
unnecessary friction. It drove a lot of Chinese people into the arms of the Chinese
Communists on the mainland. And of course during the civil war the communists
pretended to want an open society, in a “united front tactic” that lasted only until they
came to power, after which they suppressed all the moderate political parties which had
supported them.

In Taiwan there was a famous incident in 1947. Nobody knows to this day the number of
people executed, but probably several thousand local Taiwanese people were shot by the
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Chinese Nationalists during a riot. That, of course, soured the atmosphere in Taiwan for a
very long time.

They did a good many stupid things in the early years of their control of Taiwan. However,
they had a very serious, self-examination within the Kuomintang Party to diagnose what
had gone wrong. They did a pretty fair job of it. Among other things, they prohibited the
rich Nationalists who had come over from the mainland from monopolizing the various
industries. Moreover, they carried out a very effective land reform program, paying off
Taiwanese landlords in negotiable bonds which had real value. These Taiwanese ex-
landlords are today the richest people in Taiwan. By and large, they are much richer

than the people who came over from the mainland in 1949. The Taiwanese handled

land reform, which was urged by the US, and was the right thing to do, and they kept the
Nationalists who moved from the mainland to Taiwan from monopolizing economic power,
although political power was very carefully kept in the hands of the Kuomintang Party.

Q: Did you have any problems with the Nationalists on Taiwan, “looking over your
shoulder” at your magazine or other publications?

HUMMEL.: Occasionally, yes. Occasionally, | think that they felt that we weren't anti-
communist enough. We were, of course, catering to a somewhat different audience

than they were. We were trying to sell a magazine on the newsstands, and publishing
translations of American books that we hoped would sell, and producing a daily news file.
Some of the Nationalists would have preferred straight out anti-communist propaganda,
calling everybody on the mainland a “Communist bandit,” which was the cliche they used.

Q: During the time you were in Hong Kong, you remained the Public Affairs Officer?

HUMMEL: Yes. We handled a lot of exchanges of persons. We kept the Fulbright program
going. We had two libraries—one on each side of the harbor on Hong Kong and Kowloon
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sides—and we were very active with events, such as lectures and the kinds of things that
revolve around libraries, which USIS does pretty well, wherever it operates.

Q: With the exchange students, did you find that they were coming back [to Hong Kong]?
HUMMEL: No. Most of them did not. There was not much incentive for that.

Q: Did the Chinese in Hong Kong—or maybe this is an over generalization—feel quite
different from the people in Taiwan? Was there much affinity there?

HUMMEL.: | wouldn't say that there was friction, but they were completely different groups
and operated socially in different circles. Quite a few of the very rich people from Shanghai
managed to get their money out of the mainland—or at least part of it—and quite often
became the entrepreneurs in Hong Kong. That caused a certain amount of friction with
the local Cantonese entrepreneurs. Many of the Shanghai Chinese started to play the
gold market, which was really more of a gambling game than anything else—like the
commodities market gambling that we have. At first the Hong Kong sharpies among the
local Chinese managed to strip the fortunes of several of the Shanghai newcomers, who
had thought that they were smarter than any of these local people. Actually, the Hong
Kong people would rig the market deliberately to sucker some individual investor in Hong
Kong, and then deliberately pull the rug out from under him by selling instead of buying at
some crucial time.

However, | think it is fair to say that production activity in Hong Kong remained in the
hands of the refugees who had come to Hong Kong. This was true, for example, of the
whole textile industry, which had been transplanted from Shanghai. Previously, there
was very little manufacturing going on in Hong Kong. However, entrepreneurial Shanghai
investors and other people from elsewhere on the mainland brought with them the skills
and the desire to engage in manufacturing. That is when manufacturing activity really
started in Hong Kong.
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Q: Did the end of the Korean War in 1953 make any difference at all?

HUMMEL.: Yes, it did. The end of that war calmed everybody down. British investors and
traders began to come back to Hong Kong. The tension and sense of impermanence
virtually disappeared. At that time, too, the British Government decided that it was
worthwhile to put a lot more money into social services in Hong Kong. The obvious
manifestation of this was public housing, which you see everywhere now.

Q: [You mean] those huge apartment blocks.

HUMMEL.: Huge blocks of multi-story, very cheap, highly subsidized housing. We who
were there at the time thought that this was a bit late, because for several years the
refugees—or squatters—had been living in makeshift, almost cardboard shacks on the
hills. These places would burn down periodically, and a lot of people would be killed. There
were no sanitary services of any sort provided to them. However, as soon as the Korean
War began to wind down, the British began to do a very good job of putting up public
housing and getting the refugees out of these squatter slums and in education and health.

Q: What was your impression of British rule in Hong Kong? Was it still colonial type rule or
were most things turned over to the Chinese?

HUMMEL.: It was very much a colonial type rule and very much under British control.
Since we were involved in educational activities in USIS, we kept a particular eye on

the University of Hong Kong. For far too many years this university refused to allow the
establishment of any kind of official, Chinese language university. They wanted to be

the Oxford or Cambridge of Hong Kong and uphold the standards of the old country in

a way that just was not possible and was not appropriate for a situation like Hong Kong,
where the thirst for knowledge was enormous. The knowledge of the English language
was meager. One could not and should not try to maintain such an elitist monopoly for so
long.
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However, gradually, Chinese universities started up anyway. They were unauthorized at
first, but slowly and reluctantly the British authorized them.

Q: Just one further question. USIS was under the State Department at that time?
HUMMEL: Well, let's see. No. It was split off in 1953, about a year after | arrived there.

Q: Did you feel the heavy hand of Walter Robertson, the Assistant Secretary for Far
Eastern Affairs? He was a very ardent anti-communist and pro Chiang Kai-shek. Did you
feel his hand at all in what you were doing?

HUMMEL: No, not really, not in Hong Kong. | mentioned earlier that, when | was in Beljing
right after the war ended, Robertson asked me to breakfast to get my views about what
was going to happen. | said that | thought that the Chinese Communists were going to win,
and he practically threw me out of the breakfast room. That was my only contact with him
and the only time | directly felt his influence.

Q: You left Hong Kong in 1955? Did you go straight to Japan or did you...

HUMMEL: Well, we had home leave. Not incidentally, we followed the lead of some good
friends of ours, one of the “New York Times” China watchers, Liebermann, and went

to Germany and adopted two small German kids, on our way home. That, of course,
changed our lives considerably. One of them was nine months old, and the other was
almost two years old. This was in 1955.

Then, after home leave, we went to Japan, where | was, theoretically, demoted to be
Deputy Public Affairs Officer in the Embassy in Tokyo.

Q: Considering the relative size of USIS in Hong Kong and Tokyo, [this was a promaotion].
According to my record, you were in Tokyo from 1955 to 1957.
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HUMMEL: Yes.
Q: What was the situation in Japan during this period?

HUMMEL: Well, let's see. Americans were extremely popular, strangely enough. The
information centers previously run by the American military—like the “Amerika Haus”
installations we had in Germany—had been started up all over Japan. | think that there
were 13 of them. These centers were extremely popular with the Japanese, partly because
they were one of the few cultural activities left in a rather devastated country. To these
centers we would bring all kinds of events, not just books.

We had a somewhat disastrous visit by William Faulkner, who was drunk all the time and
very hard to get up onto the stage. We had to sober him up enough to get him onto the
stage. However, he made a big impression.

Other, famous American writers would come, and we would run them through this circuit—
as many American information centers as they could stand.

Q: At that time Japan was very much on the “front burner” of American interests. Many
people had been part of the occupying Army or had served in Japan. There were movies
involving Japanese women and American men—all in a favorable light about this exotic
country and how it was a quaint, interesting, and nice place to be. This must have been
very useful for you.

HUMMEL.: Yes, it was. It's ironic to remember that the first, post-war Japanese
automobiles were being manufactured at that time, and they were terrible. They had no
synchro-mesh gears, the bearings would burn out quickly, and nobody wanted them.
Everyone wanted to have an American car which were being sold off by departing
American diplomats and military. Now, 30 years later, everybody wants Japanese cars!
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Q: Was there any discussion or concern about the future of these information centers?
What were they called?

HUMMEL: They were called information centers.

Q: Was there any concern about [these centers] “hurting” the culture of Japan or about the
impact of American culture on Japan?

HUMMEL.: | don't think so, because the impact was mostly literary. There was some

pop music available on records and so on, but that didn't seem to bother the Japanese.
Beside that, pop music hadn't become so extremely pop. They didn't have the rap music
of today. | remember quite a bit of discussion in Japan about Western movies. They were
very “un-Japanese.” For example, the hero of “Shane” rode in out of nowhere—no family
background and no status of any kind. He intervened in the affairs of the village and then
disappeared into the sunset. There are samurai stories like this, but it made the Japanese
very uncomfortable to see these people without any status solving problems and being
heroes. This was the view of a certain segment of Japanese society.

Q: This film came out before the movie, “The Seven Samurai,” which is really somewhat
like that. In fact, it was turned into an American western film. Well, who was the Public
Affairs Officer at that time?

HUMMEL.: He was Joe Evans. He came from a newspaper background. | was sent there
to be his deputy because | was part of the USIS system and knew how to run an operation
of this kind and deal with Washington HQ. Joe was a perfectly good officer but he needed
an insider deputy like myself.

Q: Were you producing magazines?

HUMMEL.: Yes, and movies also, plus book translations, and news items as fast as
we could turn them out. The events which took place at all of the information centers
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throughout Japan were a very large part of our effort. They also cost a lot of money. We
had a not so amusing confrontation over an exhibit called, “The Family of Man,” by Edward
Steichen. It consisted of a large number of photographs.

Q: It was promoted all over the world.

HUMMEL.: In the background of this exhibit in Japan was a controversy which kept
bubbling away about attitudes toward the atomic bomb attack on Hiroshima. There was a
group in Japan that wanted, for understandable reasons, to publicize the awful things that
we had done in Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

The Steichen exhibit was to be put on, as was normal at that time, on the top floor of a
very large department store in the Ginza area of downtown Tokyo. We had a contract

that said that the exhibit would be exactly the same as the one which had been going on
around the world, elsewhere. However, unknown to us, Steichen had given the Japanese
permission to add some local photographs, if they wished—up to 10 or 12. Lo and behold,
practically the night before the exhibit was to open—and, of all things, the Emperor himself
was to visit the exhibit—six or eight horror photos of Hiroshima and Nagasaki were added
to this Steichen exhibit.

We could not open such an exhibit. There were lots of telegrams and telephone calls back
and forth to Steichen, who finally admitted that he had given the Japanese permission

to do this, in spite of his contract with us that he would not do so. The compromise was
that nobody, not even the Japanese, wanted to have the Emperor exposed in this way

to unpleasant things—at least, most of the Japanese except the activists did not want
this. Nor could the US Government easily connive at such an exhibit. So our compromise,
finally and painfully negotiated at the very highest level, with Ambassador John Allison
involved, to his considerable annoyance, was that we put a black cloth over that segment
which had been added, so that it was not visible when the Emperor went through the
exhibit. Then, after the official opening, we took the black cloth off the photographs so
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that the Japanese public could see these awful pictures of the ruins of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki, with the scarred bodies and that kind of thing.

Q: Did you find any particular contrast between dealing with the British and the Chinese [in
Hong Kong], and then getting involved with Japan? Did you see a difference in attitude?

HUMMEL.: Oh, yes. | would like to think that that was one of the joys of the Foreign
Service. As you move from place to place, you have to learn new things, new cultures,
and new information. | thought then and still think that this aspect is just terrific. It kept you
intellectually alive and flexible.

Q: Can you recall any things involved in learning the Japanese viewpoint? In the first
place, in view of your background. You had been a prisoner of the Japanese. Did this play
any part in how you felt?

HUMMEL.: | remember having a generic, near hatred of the Japanese for two or three
years after the war ended. However, that sort of wore off as | went to graduate school,
finished off my education, and returned to China. Then | went to Japan, which of course |
had visited before during transits. | don't recall feeling that way about the Japanese after |
was stationed there.

The most interesting thing | did was, first of all, to learn some of the Japanese language.
| learned a great deal of “practical” Japanese. For one thing, | could read the “kan;ji”
characters from my knowledge of Chinese. That helped in learning the language. | liked
to travel by myself, visiting all of the cultural centers, all over Japan, staying in Japanese
inns, and traveling on trains. | like to feel that | was learning how the Japanese thought
and how they acted.

Later on, my next post was in Burma, and | felt exactly the same way about the Burmese. |
also learned a lot of the Burmese language.
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Q: Can you give any examples that occurred to you at the time about differences in
attitude between the Chinese, whom you were used to, both in mainland China and in
Hong Kong, and the Japanese?

HUMMEL.: | don't know. | have a lot of trouble with questions like that.
Q: It's a hard question. I'm not sure that there's an answer.

HUMMEL.: | have a kind of holistic view of these people, and I really don't relate very much
to questions such as, How do Japanese people differ from Americans? | really don't quite
know how to answer that.

Q: Did you find in your production...

HUMMEL.: Their political and social systems and their political organization is something
else. Everybody knows that the Japanese are sharply constrained by social customs,
collective minded and consensus minded, in a way that the Chinese, certainly, are not—
and Americans are not.

Q: What about on the production side? Did you have any particular problems? Are the
Japanese easy to work with?

HUMMEL: You had to be aware of certain sensitivities on the part of the Japanese. That
Is, the way you treat individuals is quite different. You just watch how other people treated
other people—and then do the same. | didn't feel that this was a big barrier, except for
some unfeeling and unperceptive Americans, who never quite got used to this. They

liked to shout orders that they could have shouted to an American without any offense.
However, the Japanese, the Burmese, or the Chinese would take great offense at this kind
of behavior.

Q: Were the Americans who still were there in great numbers a problem?
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HUMMEL: No. They had all returned to barracks. They were not very visible—except
around the main buildings, where they were the remnants of the Occupation. Even then,
we were quickly turning over control. We didn't have American soldiers out directing traffic,
for instance, on the streets of Tokyo, or anywhere else. We quickly got them out of that
business.

Q: Was Okinawa a problem?

HUMMEL.: Yes, it was. However, it was mostly a problem of land tenure. We had too many
golf courses there, for one thing. Too many, unneeded golf courses. However, we solved
that some time in the 1960's, with the reversion of Okinawa. This was a big, big event in
American-Japanese relations.

Q: I had a call from a Japanese TV station just a few weeks ago. They wanted to talk to
some people and get some ideas about the Okinawa reversion period. | said, “Well, don't
think about this as a Japanese-American issue. Think of this as a Department of State and
Department of Defense conflict.”

HUMMEL.: Very true, yes.

Q: In fact, there's an ad in the paper today, in the “Washington Post.” This referred to
the time in 1994, when Okinawans were complaining that we had too many military firing
ranges there, and all that.

HUMMEL: We also have some very crucial reserve forces stationed there, and they have
to have room to maneuver.

Q: Now we're going through a very difficult time about North Korea.

HUMMEL: Yes.
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Q: What was your impression of the Japanese specialists in our Embassy? Did you have
any feeling that they were different from the Chinese specialists you had been used to
elsewhere? Did they have different attitudes?

HUMMEL.: In one sense | was not part of that group of Japanese specialists. | never felt
that | knew the Japanese as well as | thought that our Japan specialists did. In another
sense—well, | guess it's the same thing. | felt that the Japanese specialists were on very
solid grounds in their judgments. | respected their judgments about the Japanese. | didn't
have views of my own that | was confident enough about to want to dispute with them.
We had a very good corps of people who embedded themselves, at least partially, in
Japanese culture. | think that, by and large, they knew the difference between Japanese
and American interests and were not particularly affected by localitis.

Q: How about John Allison as an Ambassador? Did you have much to do with him? Do
you have any views on how he operated?

HUMMEL.: | had quite a bit to do with him. | remember that one night we had a reception
at his residence. | can't remember for what. Afterwards, there was a group of about 10
of us, including the Ambassador, and the Ambassador's girl friend, who should best be
nameless. This happened while Mrs. Allison was away, partly because of the girl friend.

| was also there. Three of the 10 of us were from the Embassy, and there were about six
newspapermen. We went to a restaurant and boozed it up. | felt that | had to stay there
partially to protect the Ambassador.

Q: This was your role as a Public Affairs Officer, which is partly to be the spokesman or
the chief “flack” for the Ambassador.

HUMMEL.: | remember a guy you may have known—many people knew him. A great
fellow, Robert, or “Pepper” Martin. He was sitting next to the Ambassador's girl friend. The
girl friend had an “off the shoulder” gown. Pepper had his big, meaty hand on her shoulder.
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He leaned across the girl friend and he said to Allison, “John, why the f __ do you hate
the press?” That started quite a free for all. I'll never forget that remark. | take credit for
extracting the Ambassador from this situation. | got him into his car and sent him home.
There was less damage done than might have been.

Q: He was a Japanese “hand,” wasn't he?
HUMMEL: Yes.
Q: How would you say that he ran the Embassy?

HUMMEL.: He ran a pretty good show. On the one hand he was a Japan specialist,
although | must say that he didn't exhibit—at least to me—the kind of sensitivity to the
special requirements of the Japanese that many of the younger Japan specialists did.

| just didn't see this aspect in him—maybe he had it. On the other hand he was a fairly
doctrinaire Foreign Service Officer who wanted things done in the old fashioned way—not
a martinet, necessarily, but...

Q: How did Allison get on with the Japanese Government? Do you have any “feel” for
that?

HUMMEL.: He got along quite well. In the traditional way, the Japanese liked him. He was
reliable, except for the girl friend.

Q: Was she Japanese?
HUMMEL: No, American.

Q: Going back to that time, how did we view the Soviets? | think that, as the whole Soviet
episode fades from view, I'd like to nail down how we felt. How did we feel about the
Soviets in the Far East at that time?
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HUMMEL: We certainly viewed them as adversaries. Most of the Japanese, too, shared a
very strong suspicion that the communists would like to subvert their government. There
was an active Communist Party of Japan, as well as an active Socialist Party, some

of whose members were fairly closely allied with the communists. There was a certain
number of dirty tricks going on, on both sides. It was, | would say, a tense relationship. The
Japanese Government, and most people, didn't like the Japanese communists at all. The
Japanese Government had the same kind of suspicions of the CPJ which the American
Government had, although the ruling Liberal Democratic Party was able quite easily to
manage its relations with the minority parties at that time. The Japanese Government
didn't feel threatened by the communists in a bureaucratic or governmental way. However,
the Japanese Police, I'm sure, spent as much time keeping track of communists of all sorts
as they did with criminals.

Q: At that time, how did we view the students, who were an important factor? Was this
when the “Zengakuren” was active?

HUMMEL.: Yes, it was. The students were gaining influence, but they were regarded in the
same way that students are viewed in any other society. They were considered by most
people a little too extreme, disrupting university life with strikes and making alliances with
the workers, who had their own agenda of social upheaval and wage claims. The students
had also been infiltrated, to some extent, by the communists. The students took advantage
of the traditional ways in which...

Q: Were you able to “point” programs toward the students and try to reach them or did you
more or less “write them off,” feeling that they would outgrow these activities, and a new
crop would come up?

HUMMEL: We did point programs toward the students, not so much in terms of
written materials as motion pictures and material we would get into local TV and local
newspapers. These were not exactly directed toward the students but were aimed at some
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of their misconceptions, anyway—misconceptions about the United States. However,
| don't think that we considered them a priority target, partly because they were such a
tough target.

Q: Also endemic to that kind of situation is that people go through a student stage. Then
they leave the student stage and become part of the system.

HUMMEL.: That's right.

Q: It's true in Korea and other places, but they can be, of course, an important element in
times of crisis.

HUMMEL.: As the press arm of the Embassy, we put out press releases and also wrote
materials that were reprinted in Japanese publications, to correct gross distortions of what
actually had happened in connection with some event involving the U. S. military.

Q: In the Japanese university system was there a heavy, Marxist- oriented faculty, as is
true in some of our universities in the United States?

HUMMEL.: No, | don't think that the faculty was heavily Marxist-oriented, because it was
part of the establishment and was tightly controlled. However, there were enough young
people hanging around the universities to be quite a disruptive element. They would attack
the faculty, verbally, and they generally figured out many ways to make trouble for the
establishment.

Q: Did any of the problems surface that were to come up later on in the United States? I'm
particularly thinking of the problems of racism in particular. | think that we're talking about
the time when the segregation of our schools was coming to an end.

HUMMEL: These events were pretty high on the list of events that the Japanese press
and media publicized. At the same time the Japanese, frankly, are so racist themselves, in
their own way, that | never thought that this was very much of a central theme—except as

Interview with Arthur W. Hummel Jr. http://www.loc.gov/item/mfdipbib000539



Library of Congress

it diminished the stature of Americans in general. | think this was really the purpose of their
publicizing these things.

Q: How did you find dealing with the Japanese media on those subjects?

HUMMEL: The Japanese media was highly competitive. There was a great deal of money
invested in it. Newspaper editors and owners made piles of money from advertisements
and subscriptions. It's a strange world there. Even then, the Japanese media were

hiring helicopters to take aerial photos of fires, disasters, and so on. They were very
sophisticated in their coverage. Quite often there would be TV and radio stations
connected with the newspapers. They were very professional. We would be able to get our
materials reprinted in many of these elements of the media—reprinted and used in many
of these outfits.

Q: You left Japan in 1957, is that right?
HUMMEL: Right.

Q: You went from a highly sophisticated society—I'm not sure that's the right term—but a
highly organized society to quite a different place. You went to Burma, where we have you
serving from 1957 to 1960, as Public Affairs Officer. How did that assignment come about?

HUMMEL.: I'm really not too sure. | had visited Burma a couple of times, during the time

| served in Hong Kong. The position came open, and it was about time for me to leave
Japan. So it worked out that way. | became really very much charmed by the whole society
and the Burmese people. They are one of the few people that really act out their religion,

in a very nice and gentle way. They were perfectly willing to go hunting with me, and | went
on marvelous hunting trips there, but some of them felt that killing animals is something
that you atone for later, by building a pagoda, or something like that. Meanwhile, nobody's
perfect.
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Q: What was the political and economic situation in this 1957-1960 period?

HUMMEL.: It was quite fascinating. The umbrella party that had brought about
independence called the AFPFL, Anti-Fascist People's Freedom League had begun

to split, along personality lines. Midway during this tour of duty in Burma, somewhere
around 1958, there really was danger of a civil war. On the one hand the country was
extraordinarily peaceful. Right after independence was achieved in 1948, a wave of
insurgencies sprang up all over the country, along ethnic and political lines. At one time
the central government was virtually confined to the city of Rangoon and was under siege.

By the time | arrived, all of that had disappeared. It was a marvelous time for traveling and
driving around the country. | drove my own jeep up to places where you can't go any more
—Bhamo, Lashio, Myitkyina, and many other exotic places. The ethnic insurgencies had
all subsided.

However, in spite of that fact, the internal politics of the country in Rangoon had reached
near fever pitch, to the point where it was agreed that they would ask the Minister of
Defense, Gen. Ne Win, to take over for a limited period of time and then have elections.
Strangely enough, he did actually hold fairly early elections. U Nu, the former Prime
Minister, won them and took power back again for about three years. | left in 1960. After
| left, Gen. Ne Win seized power again in 1962 and set up his totally stupid, socialist
economic system.

During the time | was there 1957-1960 there was a kind of interregnum. There was great
tension and danger of civil war. Everybody heaved a sigh of relief when a savior, Gen.
Ne Win, took charge of the government for about a year. Elections were held, and things
calmed down again.

This was the first, and, | guess, the only split in the governing coalition. Ne Win then took
over the government permanently in 1962.
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Q: What were American interests, as we saw them, in Burma in this period?

HUMMEL.: Very, very slender. By the time | arrived in Burma, our feeble efforts to
make trouble for the Chinese Communists in Yunnan Province by supporting remnant,
Kuomintang troops had all subsided.

Q: Was this the “Red Flag,” “White Flag” conflict?

HUMMEL: No, red and white flags were factions within the Communist Party of Burma.
By agreement the pro-Nationalist troops were mostly airlifted out of Burma and sent off
to Taiwan, although there were quite a few remnants left in Burma, who promptly went
into the opium business to support themselves. However, in the beginning the communist
factions were rather a trivial factor—at least by the time | was there. We in USIS had

to be very careful, because the Burmese Government had an intimate relationship with
the Chinese Communists. We had to be careful not to be overly anti-communist in the
materials we used or the books we had in the libraries. We had three USIS libraries
there: in Rangoon, Mandalay, and Moulmein, the latter place down on the South coast.
All of them were lovely, rather primitive towns. All of the libraries were extremely active
information centers. For a time we even had a Consulate up in Mandalay, too, as well as
an information center. All of these are gone now, of course, with the political changes in
Burma and the U. S. budget squeeze.

The Burmese people are just extraordinarily nice. They are welcoming and delighted when
you learn to speak a bit of the language. | was studying Burmese very seriously. By the
time | left Burma in 1960, | could read the newspapers, though still very slowly, using a
good dictionary.

Q: Where does the Burmese language fall? Is it a mixture of Chinese and Malay?

HUMMEL.: It's part of the Sino-Tibetan family of languages. It's monosyllabic and tonal, so
it's something like Chinese, although, strangely enough, there are very, very few cognate
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words that are related in both Chinese and Burmese. Anyway, the structure and even the
tone system is very much like what | was accustomed to in Chinese.

Q: During your time there, was our Ambassador Walter McConaughy?

HUMMEL: When | first came to Rangoon, the Ambassador was William P. Snow, who
was from out of the area. He was a Latin American person. As far as | was concerned, he
was rather a nonentity. Ambassador Walter McConaughy, who succeeded him, was a Far
Easterner, with extensive experience in China, although he couldn't speak Chinese.

Q: He was a man with considerable knowledge of the area, was he not? He also had a
reputation of being a hard line anti-communist.

HUMMEL: Yes.

Q: How did that work out in this peaceful country of Burma? Was he a little out of his
element because of that, would you say?

HUMMEL: No, | wouldn't say that. He was intelligent enough to be quite aware of Burmese
sensitivities—how far to go and where to stop. We had at least two exciting incidents
during my time there.

One was when a young official from the Soviet Embassy jumped the wall and came over
to the American Embassy. He said that he wanted asylum. We had an exciting time over
that because the Soviets, of course, demanded him back, claiming that he was a criminal
and a thief. The Burmese Government really didn't want any part of this. However, we
worked out a compromise so that he spent about a half hour alone with a couple of Soviet
officers at the airport—to satisfy the Soviets that he was not being kidnapped. Then we
put him on an American plane and whisked him out of the country. He subsequently wrote
a book about his experiences in the Soviet Embassy, which was quite interesting and a
devastating description of Soviet Embassy life.
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Q: This was a description of his time in the Soviet Embassy. | recall that this was a
standard reference about how the Soviets maintained control over their people.

HUMMEL.: His name was Kaznachayev. The second incident was when a man from the
Chinese Communist Embassy staggered into the home of our Air Attach#, which was
close to the Chinese Communist Embassy, with a stab wound in his stomach—inflicted
by the brother of his Sino-Burmese girl friend. | sat up with him all night because | spoke
Chinese. Eventually, it turned out that he was vomiting blood, so he had to go to the
hospital. While in the hospital, he was turned back to the Chinese Communists, and
nobody ever heard of him again. These are incidents that stick out in my mind, although
they are rather trivial in terms of American-Burmese relations. | would say that Burmese-
American relations were quite good and improved, as time went on.

Marian Anderson came to Burma and sang and was an absolute, smash hit.
Q: She was a black woman and a well-known contralto.

HUMMEL: We even had a small version of an American ballet company which came to
Rangoon. This was very successful.

We in USIS had many active programs, including book translations, as usual. The
newspapers used a lot of our materials, and the cultural centers and libraries were very
popular and effective.

Q: How were the Burmese newspapers at that period of time? Were they independent?

HUMMEL.: Yes, pretty independent. They reflected different factions of the AFPFL party.
| don't recall that there were any overtly communist newspapers. There were a few
prominent, socialist writers whom | made a particular point of getting to know. They were
very interesting and lively people. Some were quite close to being communists, although
they all claimed to be socialists. There was a surprisingly lively intellectual life and a lot
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of cultural interchanges with foreign countries, especially Britain. There was a fairly good
university. All in all, | found it a very pleasant place to be.

Q: What was your impression of the Burmese Government—either under Ne Win or U
Nu? How did you and the Embassy, as far as you could see, evaluate these people at that
time?

HUMMEL.: | never felt, honestly, that either U Nu, Ne Win, or any of the other claimants to
political power—U Ba Swe or U Kyaw Nyein, who were involved in a split within the AFPFL
in 1958, had much in the way of intellectual smarts. They reflected their own society, but
none of them was very well educated in Western terms. I'm not sure that any of them had
a university education. There were people around who had good university educations
from Britain. Their Chief Justice is still alive. He was a close friend of ours. He would now
be 98, or something like that. He had had a thoroughly Oxonian education and was an
excellent Chief Justice. There were people around who had good educations, but they
weren't politicians. | wouldn't say that | was contemptuous of the politicians but | think that
| had the same attitude as the Burmese had about them, that they were individuals looking
after themselves, somewhat corrupt, flawed people, the way many of ours are, and no real
high quality among them.

Q: What did you think of the intentions of Communist China toward Burma at that time?

HUMMEL: Communist China's intentions toward Burma at that time were very dubious.

| had questions as to what their intentions were. The Burmese Government was doing

a pretty good job of eradicating the communist guerrillas. It had wiped out the “White

Flag” wing of the Communist Party and had cornered the “Red Flag” wing in the central
mountains of Burma, between a couple of river valleys. It had them pretty much under
control. Burma managed to sign a very sensible border agreement with Communist China,
which is still in effect, the Chinese Communists swapped some territory with Burma, on
the basis of, “You give me that village, and I'll give you this village.” Burma's outward
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relations with the Chinese Communists were quite good. The Burmese Government was
very careful to pay obeisance to Beijing, making trips to Beijing. However, during my time
in Burma these contacts never took on any political or economic colorations.

It was only after Ne Win took over in 1962, after | had completed my first tour of duty in
Burma, that the Burmese Government began that extraordinarily stupid policy of “letting
the state run everything.” An extreme form of left socialist and communist system of
management which virtually destroyed the Burmese economy.

Q: | take it that drugs were not a problem during your first tour in Burma.

HUMMEL: Not at that time. Later on, when | was in Rangoon in my second incarnation,
as Ambassador, | started to exert pressure on Ne Win to begin to crack down on opium
growing.

Q: Was golf a major form of leisure activity for the leaders? | know that, later on, golf
became a very important form of entree to Ne Win and company.

HUMMEL.: | guess that golf was not as important then as it became later on. I've always
regretted that I've never played golf. That would have been an ideal time to start playing,
because a golf course was five minutes' drive from my house. My wife, Betty Lou, gave me
a set of golf clubs, but | was too busy going on hunting trips.

Q: I think that we're near the end of this session. When you left Burma in 1960, what was
your feeling about where the country was going? You were to come back as Ambassador
at a later date. But at that point, where did you feel that Burma was going?

HUMMEL.: | was disappointed that Burma wasn't doing better, politically, economically,
and educationally. In those days, just shortly after the end of World War II, you could
make a fairly valid comparison between Thailand and Burma. They had almost the same
size population, almost the same area, and the same religion (Theravada Buddhism).
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However, the Thai were going ahead full speed economically, based on greed, corruption,
and grease, to a certain extent. But the Burmese were content to be a backwater and
didn't want anything like that. It wasn't just Ne Win who closed Burma off from the world.
It was the general sense among the Burmese that they didn't want to have too much
Westernization. As a result, | felt, even then, that they were not likely to do as well as |
thought that they ought to do, either politically or economically.

One thing about Burmese society—and it's kind of attractive—is that the economy is quite
flexible. That is, when things are good, the average person, who is a farmer, of course—
and incidentally there still is more land than is being actively farmed—spends a lot of time
and money on his religion, giving to the pagoda, the sangha (clergy), and lavish weddings
and funerals. When things are bad, he just contracts his expenditures in those areas and
still lives at about the same level. This is because of the ease of agricultural production
and the very simple life that they lead. So | never thought that they were going to “crash™—
and they haven't, in spite of the extraordinarily stupid economic policies which they have
been following since 1962.

But | was sad that they weren't moving ahead into the modern world, as Thailand was.

| would see a lot of Thailand, because my only access to Burma was through Thailand,
through Bangkok. | had good friends in Bangkok and would stay with them. | was very
much interested in Thailand as well. Those were my thoughts as | left Burma after my first
tour there. | thought that the Burmese were lovely people but not destined to go very far.
Nor did we have very important interests there.

Q: OK, we'll pick this up the next time and talk about the National War College in
1960-1961 and then your assignment to the VOA [Voice of America] in Washington.

Q: All right, today is January 31, 1995.
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HUMMEL.: It happens to be Chinese New Year's Day.

Q: So Happy New Year. Which year is this?

HUMMEL.: We're starting the “Year of the Pig.”

Q: Is that a good or a bad year?

HUMMEL.: It's always very complex—good points and bad points.

Q: | always take great pleasure in this. | was born in the year of the Dragon. My wife
was born in the year of the Dog. According to all of the Chinese restaurant place mats,
Dragons and Dogs are not supposed to get together. I'm supposed to avoid the Dog like
the plague, and vice versa. We've been married for 40 years, so | don't know.

You were at the National War College in 1960-1961. What was the atmosphere then?

We were sort of betwixt and between wars at that point. It was toward the end of the
Eisenhower second term. But the elections took place in November, 1960. Did you get any
feel about how the U. S. military felt about the world and where we were going?

HUMMEL.: Well, first of all, you'd have to rate the services. Air Force officers, | think, were
the most naive and unthinking. The Navy was next, and the Army was probably better
educated and a little better balanced. To get to the bottom line, | was quite disappointed
with the quality of the work that was being done at the National War College. As you know,
we broke up into small groups of eight or 10 students to attack a particular problem. The
faculty would give us a problem—made up, but conceivably real. The military guys on
these committees would strongly advocate extraordinarily simplistic solutions, without
regard to the limitations on American power. That was one criticism that | had. And these
solutions also had no regard to international standards. Several of these committee
solutions would start with simple actions like, “Assassinate De Gaulle,” who was one of our
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betes noires at the time. That's an extreme example and, of course, did not occur often or
get into the final draft.

Other countries have defense universities which produce extraordinarily high quality
papers which their governments use. Look at the German General Staff, and that kind of
thing. We were nowhere near that. Also, we lacked the practice of studying, or at least
trying to understand, the domestic, American scene. That was nowhere in the curriculum.
Everybody thought that we knew all about the United States. In fact, of course, we have
prejudices, schisms, social and political problems and so forth...

Q: The American scene is the main focus of the State Department's Senior Seminar on
Foreign Policy. | took that course and found it fascinating.

HUMMEL.: | surmise that the Senior Seminar was focused that way partly because of the
deficiencies in the National War College.

Q: Also, I think, there was the presumption, which, | think, is not bad, that Foreign Service
people spend so much time abroad that they need to learn more about their own country.
But the people who came to the Senior Seminar from the military were people who
obviously were not bound “upward and onward.” My impression was that they were nice
people, but...

HUMMEL: Well, | don't know whether the National War College has changed or not. | hope
that it has, but | rather tend to doubt it.

Q: In a couple of interviews that I've done with Foreign Service people who have gone to
war colleges they have said that when they had “war games,” it was usually the civilians
who were more prone to toss nuclear weapons around than the military. Did you notice
that? Maybe nuclear weapons “mess up” the battlefield too much.
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HUMMEL.: | don't know. | wouldn't say that that was true during my time at the National
War College.

Q: You were with the Voice of America from 1961 to 1963, which is a fascinating time. A
new administration, under President Kennedy, had just come into office. Could you talk
about what you were doing and the atmosphere when you got there? | think that this was
an exciting time.

HUMMEL.: Let's see. Edward R. Murrow was the head of USIA and, in the final analysis, in
charge of the Voice of America. The director of the Voice of America was Henry Loomis, a
very dedicated and accomplished person. He had an engineering background but knew a
great deal about the substance of broadcasting and was very aware of political nuances. |
thought that the VOA was quite a good operation. We were negotiating furiously abroad for
additional sites for transmitters, to reach into both the Soviet Union and Mainland China.

| was sent out on several missions, and failed in every case: to negotiate with the Thai
about a giant, megawatt medium wave transmitter which we would share time on. We
would broadcast to China, and the Thai could broadcast wherever they wanted. They
decided that they didn't want to become involved with that. The Chinese Communists
would have considered it a hostile act, and the Thai didn't want to be seen by the Chinese
Communists as hostile.

| negotiated with Archbishop Makarios in Cyprus, and the Cypriots likewise didn't want to
be partners in a transmitter. We already had a fairly substantial station in Israel and, of
course, large operations in Okinawa and the Philippines. We negotiated for a little more
land in the Philippines and we got that.

| had a fascinating time in India. The Indians were very much interested. It took about six
weeks to complete the negotiations. This was in the aftermath of the India-China War of
1962, and the Indians were very interested in being close to us. They also didn't care if
they appeared to be hostile to Communist China in this kind of joint use of transmitters.
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| was the head of the negotiating team out there. Bill Weathersby was the PAO in India
and an officer of the Embassy, too, of course. The visiting team consisted of myself, a
lawyer, and an engineer. We would meet with various people from the Indian Government.
Then we would recess for three to seven days, or something like that, while we waited

for comments from our HQ. That left me free to travel around, to get on a plane or,
sometimes, to travel on Ambassador Galbraith's plane. | would go over to Karachi and see
friends over there in our Embassy to Pakistan. This was before Bangladesh split away. |
got over to what was then East Pakistan, now Bangladesh, to Calcutta, and some other
places. | found exploring India very interesting.

Q: Starting out with the Thai, what was your impression of their attitude when you went
there? Did they make clear that they weren't going to do anything—or did this point appear
obliquely?

HUMMEL.: | guess it was both. In typical, oriental fashion, they never quite said, No, but it
was pretty obvious from the beginning that we weren't likely to reach agreement. So we
folded the negotiation up quite quickly and | went on to something else.

The interesting negotiation was with India—not just because | got to travel around India
but because we actually were able to sign an agreement. Krishna Menon, who was then
Defense Minister of India, raised hell about it and immediately got it canceled, about three
days after we signed it.

Q: Talking about your experience at the National War College, which you referred to, if
assassination could be done politely, Krishna Menon probably would have been number
one on our list. Did you...?

HUMMEL.: I'm exaggerating a little there, because | could see that an agreement on a
broadcasting transmitter didn't fit the Indian image of themselves. This was kind of a
“forced fit.” To be in bed with the Americans in an anti-Chinese propaganda installation
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that would go on for years and years, supposedly—I felt from the beginning that this was a
rather flimsy basis for it.

Q: Some of those things, if we had done it, would have been more a source of irritation
than anything else.

HUMMEL.: | could see that coming. Still, my orders were to attempt to reach such an
agreement.

Q: Where were the orders coming from?

HUMMEL: From Henry Loomis the Director of the VOA, who had a very good grasp of all
the engineering and other aspects of the broadcasting business, as well as a good grasp
of the substance, as | said.

Q: What was your job?

HUMMEL.: | was Deputy Director of the VOA under Henry Loomis.
Q: Were negotiations part of your responsibilities?

HUMMEL: Yes.

Q: What about Archbishop Makarios in Cyprus? Did you run across his attitudes and
outlook?

HUMMEL.: Yes, indeed. We met with him personally several times. However, of course,
the negotiations themselves were conducted on a different level.

Q: I'm told that he was a very interesting character.

HUMMEL.: This was before the Turkish invasion of Cyprus in 1974, of course, and he was
riding high, with Greek backing.
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Q: Why didn't Makarios and the Cypriots want to have a larger American radio transmitter?
Was there any particular reason given?

HUMMEL.: I'm not sure that | can pinpoint that. As in many areas of the Middle East, they
felt that they were in a dicey situation. They didn't know what we would broadcast about
them in our international news and our worldwide news report. There was just a general
hesitation to take sides in this way. They wanted American assistance, and they were
getting quite a bit of it. However, they didn't want to go as far as being in bed with the
Americans in a propaganda effort.

Q: From your perspective, what was your impression of Edward R. Murrow?

HUMMEL.: Oh, I liked him very much. When Henry Loomis was away, negotiating or
whatever—he did quite a bit of it himself in Liberia, where we had a huge installation
—I was the Acting Director of the VOA. We were constantly being harassed by the
ideologues, like Tom Sorensen.

Q: Tom Sorensen.

HUMMEL.: He would object at times to the content of the news which the VOA broadcast.
We always won those battles, because Murrow never allowed the news to be tampered
with. But then there were the contents of commentaries or editorial pieces. Several times
| had to go to Ed Murrow and say, “Look, Sorensen and his office are trying to prevent us
from putting this thing on the air. | happen to think that this makes sense. Why don't you
read it? I'd like you to make a decision.” Then we'd always win.

Q: What was Sorensen's position?

HUMMEL: He had influence in the new Kennedy administration. His brother was in the
White House. | can't recall exactly what his position was.
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Q: His brother was Attorney General.
HUMMEL.: | thought that Bobby Kennedy was Attorney General.

Q: We're talking about Sorensen. Oh, you mean Sorensen's brother. Excuse me. Ted
Sorensen was the one in the White House. Maybe you were encountering opposition from
Tom Sorensen.

HUMMEL.: You're right, we had the problems with Tom Sorensen. We were supposed
to be trying to put our best foot forward in terms of international positions and attitudes.
Self-criticism should not be part of it. That is something of an overstatement, but on the
one hand there were liberal Democrats—and that's what we all were—who wanted to
demonstrate a full and fair discussion of our internal and international problems. On
the other hand Tom Sorensen felt strongly that we should slant everything to have a
positive image, and didn't want to get into trouble with his brother over in the White
House. So he felt he had a mission to project the very best side of the United States. It
was the traditional pull and haul between policy objectives and independent news and
commentary.

Q: What was Tom Sorensen's position?

HUMMEL.: He was one of the deputies to Murrow—maybe in charge of policy. | forget
exactly.

Q: We're talking about the period 1961-1963. What was the outlook then? The normal
American outlook is that we are a strong country. We can criticize ourselves. This shows
that we're an “open society” and all of that. But in the propaganda field, such as the Voice
of America, how did we think that this sort of self-criticism is received—say in China or
India or elsewhere? Do we feel that this is a source of strength or weakness?
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HUMMEL: We all thought that it was a source of strength, because everybody was hearing
these criticisms of the United States from other channels. We might as well acknowledge
them. We said, yes, we have serious problems with race relations, particularly involving
blacks. | remember vividly the Martin Luther King speech at the Lincoln Memorial in 1963. |
walked up there to listen to it.

Q: This was the “I had a dream” speech.

HUMMEL.: Yes. The effect was inspirational, and many Americans were affected at that
time.

Q: Did Bobby Kennedy play a role at this time? | always think of Bobby Kennedy as being
a more rigid ideologue.

HUMMEL.: Oh, absolutely. That comes next, in my experience, during my next assignment,
in the Bureau of Cultural Affairs in the State Department.

Q: All right. At that time did Congress play much of a role with the Voice of America?

HUMMEL.: Yes. Of course, everything had to go through Congressman John Rooney

in those days. He was chairman of the subcommittee of the House of Representatives
which considered the State Department budget and related matters. That was the principal
Congressional problem. He was a nit-picker in terms of the budget. There was the
agonizing business of preparing ourselves for budget hearings—Henry Looms and |, and
the engineers. We would be asked questions about minutiae. We would try to be prepared
for everything. Really, he was in favor of what the administration was doing but he also
wanted to make it clear to everybody that he was powerful. He liked to make the withesses
testifying before his subcommittee as uncomfortable as he could. It was a kind of game.
He knew right from the beginning where he was going to come out.

Q: But you couldn't play it as a game.
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HUMMEL: No. | had to do the same thing again when | was with the Bureau of Cultural
Affairs in the State Department, testifying before Congressman Rooney.

Q: What was the feeling about our broadcasts to major areas, such as Eastern Europe, the
Soviet Union, Japan, and Communist China? Those were our basic targets, weren't they?

HUMMEL: Yes.

Q: What was the impression of the effectiveness of the VOA at that time.
HUMMEL: I'm not sure that we knew. We in the VOA envied “Radio Liberty”...
Q: And “Radio Free Europe?”

HUMMEL: And “Radio Free Europe” in their free-swinging, detached ability to choose
what they broadcast. They would reach people who otherwise were not being reached,
with information about their own countries or their own areas that their communist rulers
would like to suppress. We couldn't try that. I'm glad that we didn't. We didn't try to tell the
Chinese what was going on in China. We didn't know enough about it, for one thing. My
previous assignment in Hong Kong had convinced me that talking to refugees and people
who had come out and reading snippets from the Chinese press which we could get our
hands on did not give us sufficiently reliable information about what was going on. So
instead we were projecting the United States in what we called a full and fair way. It was
tilted, obviously, to some extent, by our desire to make the United States look good. That
Is, that we have our democratic processes and the things that we were proud of. However,
“Radio Liberty” and “Radio Free Europe” were always free to report what they thought
had happened in such and such a town, or such and such a place, in Eastern Europe and
Russia..

Q: They were also getting much better reports, weren't they? Did you have sort of a
big sign, “1956” written on walls? I'm talking about the Hungarian Revolution [of 1956].
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Afterwards, there was a concern that, perhaps, we were too active in pushing something
approaching a revolt [against the communist leadership of Hungary], when we weren't
going to do anything about it in a military way. Was this very much of a consideration in
what we were talking about, or had that subsided?

HUMMEL.: It had subsided as a major factor, at least in my mind.

Q: Well, what were you trying to do—say in China, which was an area which you obviously
knew? What were we trying to get across? The Chinese have a different civilization, a
different mind set, and all that. Did you find that we knew what we were doing or was it
mainly a matter [of estimating] “What will play well in Dubuque, lowa?”

HUMMEL: Not in Dubuque, lowa. By law USIA products are not supposed to be distributed
in the United States.

Q: I was being facetious. In other words, were we playing...

HUMMEL: We had to play to the desires of our employers, to put it that way. Including the
Sorensen and people in the White House, to the extent that they paid attention to what
we were doing. Ed Murrow, with his great prestige, was a member of the inner circle at
the White House. He insisted on being in on the takeoff and not just the crash landings.
That's all very well, but | was always concerned about the whole USIA business, including
the VOA, that the organization was trying to add in the public opinion factors—both here
and abroad—to policy formulation. These factors would be added in twice, because the
policymakers in the State Department also were considering exactly the same factors—
the impact and the do ability of various courses, as well as the impact abroad in terms

of public relations. This was not a monopoly of USIA. However, some of the people in
USIA thought that it was. They wanted to be closer to the policy process. | was always
uncomfortable with this: the idea that the policymakers in the State Department didn't
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understand public opinion abroad. Of course they did, in the same way that USIS people
abroad did. There is an inherent...

Q: I think so. There's also something terribly sexy about being involved in something
called “policy.” That turns Foreign Service types on. | mean, you like to say that you're in a
policymaking position, or something like that, which can mean that you're given less pay.
[Laughter]

HUMMEL: On the other hand, there's something terribly sexy about having a program that
you can do something about. The State Department has no programs. It doesn't run the
Fulbright program, it doesn't run radios. It doesn't send American speakers abroad to talk
to people. It doesn't operate libraries. Program functions were alien to it. | saw this even
more when | moved over to the Bureau of Cultural Affairs in the State Department in 1963.
The Cultural Affairs Bureau, which was managing exchange programs, was the only part
of the State Department which had program, operational, functions abroad.

Q: I think it's an inherent problem within the State Department. It often happens that high
ranking people in the State Department do not have much management experience.

HUMMEL.: That's right.
Q: This creates real problems.

HUMMEL.: Spending money for program purposes abroad was something that the

State Department never did, except the jurisdiction it originally exercised over the USIS
function. Then, after USIA was formed, the State Department clung to cultural affairs
and the exchange of persons business, but certainly wasn't comfortable with it, nor did it
understand much about managing it.

Q: I'm told that the cultural affairs function was kept out of USIA, where it would naturally
seem to fit, essentially because of Senator William Fulbright.
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HUMMEL.: Exactly.

Q: Were you aware of Senator William Fulbright's influence? At that time he was chairman
of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. Were you aware of him and of the need to
deal with him?

HUMMEL.: | don't recall dealing with him directly myself, but others did. Of course, Ed
Murrow did, as well as a number of others. Yes, we were acutely aware of his strong
interest in what was being done and his very strong desire—repeatedly expressed—to
have the exchange of persons business, which bore his hame, incidentally, insulated
from crass propaganda handled by the information side of the Voice of America and all
the other parts of USIA, although the exchange of persons was far larger than just the
Fulbright program.

Q: That would seem to be a bit “precious.” After all, what is the State Department doing
but representing American interests? Were there any attempts made, at that time, to bring
cultural affairs into its “natural” habitat [in USIA]?

HUMMEL: There was a successful attempt to keep it in the State Department and not let it
be turned over...

Q: I meant any attempt to bring cultural affairs into USIA.

HUMMEL.: Yes, efforts were made. In many ways it was awkward not to have cultural
affairs in USIA, because the exchange of persons programs are so intimately involved with
the library and information functions—with the America Houses and all of these cultural
centers that we had in Japan.

Q: There were USIS people who were sitting on the selection boards abroad and so forth
for all of these programs.
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HUMMEL.: That's right.

Q: Well, did you have a problem at the Voice of America in monitoring the people who
were doing the broadcasting? Obviously, you had to have native speakers [of the various
languages]. And native speakers all have their own “axes to grind.” To be sitting at a
microphone in the United States, talking to their former countrymen, must be a very
powerful position to be in. | was wondering whether this was a concern of yours.

HUMMEL.: Not really, because—take the China programs, for example, because there

are a couple of dialects involved, both Mandarin and Cantonese. Or consider the Indian
language programs. First of all, everything was recorded, so everybody would know

later what had happened. Then the broadcasters were not allowed to deviate from the
script, which was all written down in English and then translated. You had local language
people many who were American citizens who monitored the whole thing. Perhaps more
iImportant was the fact that their colleagues would fink on them, if they were to try to
deviate from the script or do anything strange over the airwaves. And, of course, they'd
lose their jobs. However, we didn't really worry about that because of these checks, and so
far as | know it never happened.

Q: Well, tell me a bit about the administrative side. | would think that the Voice of
America would be a “difficult” place to work, because you have a lot of ego's and different
nationalities, all in one place. Was this a difficult thing to administer?

HUMMEL.: Yes, | guess it was. However, it really worked quite well. There were sensible
Americans in every language branch. Of course, there were always personal and
personnel tensions, for example, with #migr#s, who were doing some of the work. In
those days, | think, relatively few of them had green cards or were U. S. citizens. They
understood the process. Sometimes, the scripts would start out in Chinese—as they

did, quite often. The news, of course, came straight out of the central news room. We
were not allowed to tamper with the news portions of the broadcasts. Those were simply
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translated into Chinese or whatever language was involved. However, commentaries,
editorial matter, and features—these things quite often would be initially drafted in the local
language. They would have to be translated into English before they could be approved for
broadcast.

Q: What was the feeling toward the BBC [British Broadcasting Corporation] at that time? A
rival, or...

HUMMEL.: Yes. Seen with some envy because most of us felt that they were a bit ahead of
us in style and listenership.

Q: Did you have a poll or sampling to figure out who was listening and who wasn't?

HUMMEL.: Yes, we tried it where we could. There were various ways of doing this—

for example, asking people to send us postcards. In a place like Communist China you
couldn't do that—until we actually had an office on Mainland China. Then we could ask
people to send postcards to our Consulates in China. However, from Eastern Europe
and from the Soviet Union, to some extent, we could get feedback from our listeners. Of
course, on the technical side we had monitors who drove around the countries we could
get into, carrying their receivers, trying to figure out whether the signal was coming in
properly, and so forth.

Q: Regarding the BBC, you say that you sort of envied them. What did you feel that they
were doing that we weren't doing?

HUMMEL.: | think that there is a kind of Anglophilia that many Americans have. BBC
broadcasters have a nice and precise use of language. The whole tone of BBC broadcasts
Is rather upscale. It seems to me that the BBC sounded more authoritative, somehow, than
the VOA.
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Q: Were there any innovations put in during the time that you were there with the VOA?
Anything you can recall? Different types of shows, or anything like that, especially with
the Kennedy administration coming into office and looking at things [from a fresh point of
view]?

HUMMEL.: | don't recall any special changes in format. We were under the gun, of course,
in bureaucratic terms. Before my time we had the Psychological Strategy Board, or

PSB, run out of the White House. This was the supervisory body for all of the overseas
information and cultural programs, as well as psychological strategy in the Cold War. That
was quite an apparatus under the Eisenhower administration. At least, | think it started
out under Eisenhower. It had quite a big staff. I'm talking about things before my time that
| don't have direct knowledge of. However, | have the strong impression that the PSB
exercised perhaps closer supervision and criticism and issued more directives than the
Kennedy administration did, over programs of this kind.

Q: When did you move over to the Bureau of Cultural Affairs in the State Department?
Was it some time in 19637

HUMMEL: The summer of 1963.
Q: Was that just a normal switch, or...

HUMMEL: Well, it was a normal time for me to leave VOA after two years, but it was not
at all common for career USIS officers to be sent to State, except in this Cultural Affairs
Bureau. | was very pleased to get over into the State Department because, as it turned
out, | was able to get a foothold there and stay there. | was dissatisfied with the long-term
future of remaining in USIA. | very much liked being a Public Affairs Officer in Hong Kong,
Deputy PAO in Japan, and PAO in Burma. Those are great jobs, and | liked them very
much. But | didn't want to do them for the rest of my [working] life. That's what so many of
my friends in USIA are doing now.
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Q: You mean, just one PAO job after another?

HUMMEL.: Yes, mixed in with some stints here in Washington in USIA. These jobs in
Washington are more frustrating than being in the field.

Q: I think that this indicates that USIA really didn't have a good career pattern, particularly
when you move further up. If | recall correctly, weren't the appointments even “tentative”?

HUMMEL: Well, we had our own career Foreign Service. It wasn't integrated with the
Foreign Service under the Department of State, nor should it have been at that time. We
didn't have the qualifications.

Q: Then you came over to Cultural Affairs, which was known as CU, wasn't it? You served
there from 1963 to 1965. What was your job?

HUMMEL.: | was deputy—I think that, at that time, | was the only deputy—to Lucius
Battle, who was in charge of the bureau as Assistant Secretary. He was my boss for, |
think, about a year and a half. During the last six months | was there, my boss was Harry
McPherson, who came over from the White House. However, he didn't last very long
because he was so close to President Lyndon Baines Johnson that LBJ kept drafting him
back to the White House for one job or another. He'd have to spend a lot of his time over
there.

Q: What was the function of [the Bureau of] Cultural Affairs?

HUMMEL: The exchange of persons programs—all kinds of them. These involved
scholars, Fulbright people, and lecturers, both coming to the U. S. and American lecturers
going overseas. We were responsible to two oversight panels, composed of very
prestigious people. | enjoyed getting to know famous American writers, historians, and
philosophers, who were on these boards. They supervised the selection of foreigners and
Americans, going both ways.
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Earlier on, we mentioned Bobby Kennedy. Bobby was in charge of an organization called
The Youth Committee.

Q: Yes. The reason | said, “Yes,” was that | was in Yugoslavia at the time. We were
supposed to identify future leaders and youth. We looked at the people we were selecting.
They were all in their 50's at that time. | think that it took 20 years before people of that
generation moved into their 70's and let go of power.

HUMMEL.: Bobby Kennedy was quite unnecessarily abrasive in these meetings which

we would have. It wasn't just with this Youth Committee program. It was with everything

he touched, as far as | could see. His style was to crack the whip. We got along with him
all right. Luke Battle was very expert in this. | think that Battle was the chairman of the
Youth Committee in the State Department. However, Bobby Kennedy would sit there at his
right hand, criticizing, suggesting, and prodding. We had other people on this committee,
which included people from the Pentagon, the Treasury Department, and the Agriculture
Department. Everybody was supposed to be involved in this.

Q: What was the rationale for the Youth Committee and how did it work out, as far as what
we were doing during this period?

HUMMEL: There was a nugget of good sense in this, it seemed to me. Traditionally—well,
the Foreign Service and the rest of the government run too much on tradition. We don't
pay enough attention to outsiders, dissidents, and people who might take over later on,
both pro-government and anti-government, in their own countries. There was a rationale
for spreading out and putting more emphasis on identifying young military officers who
might come to power, and so forth. So there was a job that needed to be done. | guess
that, in spite of all the friction that Bobby Kennedy enjoyed causing, it was probably a
good thing to do. I think that what he did echoes to this day—the broadening of contacts
of all kinds between the United States and foreign countries—beyond just the traditional
leaders.
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Q: We had a very well developed program, even by that time, in Western Europe. Many of
the leaders today [in those countries] visited the United States, at one time or another. Did
we have any particular target areas? Let's talk about Western Europe first. Were there any
areas where we could have done more and other areas where we did well?

HUMMEL.: | don't know how to answer that. I'm just not aware of any.

Q: I would have thought that France and Italy [were areas where we could have done
more]. Italy, because Italians don't tend to work in English very much. And France,
because France is France, would be somewhat inoculated against American culture,
whereas the British and the Germans have a lot of cultural exchange with the United
States—both before and certainly after World War 11.

HUMMEL.: | think that in both of the countries that you mentioned the Americans who

were actually on the ground were always quite well received and welcomed, in spite of a
local institutional bias against the “crass” and “overbearing” United States. In spite of that,
the information centers and the USIS libraries, under whose auspices American writers
and lecturers would travel to France and Italy, were individually welcome, despite the
institutional, psychological bias. | can't remember now when the SAIS [School of Advanced
International Studies] Center in Bologna started. That was obviously very well received
and still is.

Q: The SAIS Center in Bologna is run by Johns Hopkins University.

HUMMEL: And there are the Amerika Hauser in Germany, which were—and still are—very
important centers. Now, with the proliferation of the media and media outlets everywhere, |
suppose that the pie of American cultural contacts is very much bigger and, therefore, the
official American slice of it is smaller.

Q: The Kennedy administration, followed by the Johnson administration, put a great deal
of emphasis on Africa, which was considered a newly emerging continent. Most African
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countries are quite recently independent. The colonial powers hadn't done that much in the
way of educating them. What was our policy and how did we deal with this discrepancy in
education? Europe was easy, in a way, but | think that Africa presented quite a challenge.

HUMMEL.: Yes. A lot of money was put into cultural centers, exchanges of persons, and
even radio broadcasts. | didn't mention that I'd found Africa extremely fascinating as a
subject. During my year at the National War College [1960-1961] we all went on a one-
month trip abroad. | think that money for trips like that is a problem now. | don't know if
they do it for a month. | elected to go around Africa. The group | was with stopped in Libya,
Morocco, Liberia and several other stops in West Africa, South Africa, Kenya, Ethiopia,
and so on. | found it really, extraordinarily fascinating and worth further study. Actually, my
National War College thesis was on the Non-Aligned Movement [NAM], which was busily
bringing into its fold all of the newly independent African countries.

Q: Kwame Nkrumah of Ghana was one of the major leaders of the NAM. What about our
exchange program? | would have thought that it would have been a problem. We wanted
to do something there, but the educational background just wasn't up to other areas.

HUMMEL.: That's true. However, we would spend extra money on Fulbrighters who
would come to the United States. Many of them would have to go through a whole

year of English language training before they could begin their academic work. A lot of
thought was given to how to reach people from African countries. Of course, Africa was
not a barren place, culturally or educationally. Most of the African countries had some
sort of college or university already established at the time of independence. Christian
missionaries had been at work in Africa for a long time. So there was a small pool of
trained people. And the smaller the pool, the more likely that they would be leaders later
on.

Q: It was easier to target the future leaders. [In the 1960's] we were going through a
difficult time in terms of race relations. It was a difficult but also a positive time. Things
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were changing. With Africans coming from Black Africa to a country like the U. S. which
still had “seething” racial problems, how did we handle that?

HUMMEL.: All of the people from Black Africa, India, and other non-white countries knew
what they were coming to in the United States. Some of them had bad experiences. An
astonishing number of them did not, particularly when they wore their national costumes.
That kept them out of the way of anti-black sentiment in some places.

Q: Did we try to place African, and even Indian, students in universities away from points
of tension?

HUMMEL.: | suppose so, yes, but it was up to the universities whether to accept them. In
the early 1960's, | guess, the University of Mississippi wouldn't have wanted to accept dark
skinned people. So there was a process of self-selection.

Q: What about Latin America? We had the Alliance for Progress. What was your
impression of our exchange program with Latin America?

HUMMEL: Well, | don't think that | paid a great deal of attention to it. | simply don't know.

Q: Traditionally, Latin America has sent many of its people to the United States for higher
education, anyway. We probably didn't pay that much attention to the Latin American
program because there were other areas where we wanted to reach out and make
contact. There may have been a kind of “benign neglect” of Latin America, but the other
aspect is that there are plenty of universities which have always had large numbers of
Latin American students. I'm working at Georgetown University now. It has always had

a very strong Latin American contingent. Maybe this program was almost working on its
own.

HUMMEL.: Aside from the programs | was dealing with directly, in the Bureau of Cultural
Affairs, other U. S. institutions, notably the Pentagon, had very large programs for
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providing military training to Latin American officers and enlisted men. This is something
which is quite often forgotten and not included in the equation. The impact of a year at
some American military installation, such as Ft. Leavenworth or Ft. Knox, we all felt,
must be quite great. As far as | know, most of the experiences of people selected by the
Pentagon were positive. This military training program has been under-reported.

Q: That's a very valid point. During your time in Cultural Affairs, did we have any
exchanges with Eastern Europe or the Soviet Union?

HUMMEL.: Yes, but relatively few and, of course, they were designated by the
governments concerned—particularly by the Soviet government. They sent scientists in
particular, but there were also visits by poets and writers—fairly few in number, because
the Soviets didn't want too many people to visit the U. S. The Soviets had their own
objectives in the United States. They had their own programs, on some of which we
collaborated with them.

Q: How did you find the way the exchange program fitted into the State Department? Did
you find that you were sort of a “stepchild” or...

HUMMEL: Very much so. As | said a little earlier, this was the only operating program in
the State Department budget which actually did things, apart from renting houses and
paying people. This program sent people abroad and took care of foreign nationals when
they were here. By the way, before we leave the subject, | want to pay tribute to the way in
which the State Department and localities all over the United States collaborated in making
visits by foreigners useful and productive. The way people took them into their homes—
this whole volunteer setup, all over the United States—was a fantastic thing and still is. |
can't tell you how many people have told me, in the course of my overseas assignments,
how touched and influenced they were by just seeing, living, and staying two or three
nights with farm families or in a small town—and seeing what people were actually like.
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This network of people is a tribute to American society as a whole. | don't think the State
Department can take all credit for it, except for furnishing the people who went through it.

Q: This kind of program really brings out the best in the U. S., | think.

By the time you left Cultural Affairs, were you pretty well into the State Department
apparatus? At that time how did one switch over from being a Foreign Service Information
Officer to being a Foreign Service Officer?

HUMMEL.: | had very much wanted to arrange for lateral entry into the State Department.
There were many programs of this kind going on at that time. Ed Murrow thought that the
term, “lateral entry” was obscene. [Laughter] | think that many FSO's thought the same.

| still don't know how it happened but | was very fortunate. Somebody in USIA put me

up for a regular State Department job overseas. That turned out to be Deputy Chief

of Mission, DCM in Taiwan, in view of my knowledge of the Chinese language, my
experience in Hong Kong, and so on. Looking back, I really was not qualified to be a DCM,
because | had never been that close to the guts of State Department operations.

Q: I'm not sure that most Political Officers who end up being DCM's have any particular
qualifications, either.

HUMMEL.: | had a special handicap. In Taiwan, | knew the language. They knew me
from my Chinese contacts in Washington and Hong Kong. I'd visited Taiwan when | was
stationed in Hong Kong. In Taiwan it was a very interesting situation for me and for the
whole Embassy there. Admiral Jerauld Wright, the previous Ambassador, had already
left the country. Ambassador Walter McConaughy had already received agr#ment, but
he was in Pakistan and was going to be transferred to Taiwan. The India-Pakistan War of
1965 came, and the Department did not transfer him immediately, so the dream of every
DCM came about for me. | was Charg# d'Affaires for one full year before Ambassador
McConaughy showed up.
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There were only two people in the top levels of the American Mission who did not change
during that year. In other words, | was one of a whole, new clean sweep. The Political
Counselor, Bob Lindquist, was really a jewel who kept me afloat. The Political Counselor
and the commander of the Taiwan Defense Command continued on. Everybody else,
including the chief of the MAAG [Military Assistance and Advisory Group], the Economic
Counselor, the chief of the Consular Section, the attach#s...

Q: The Public Affairs Officer too?
HUMMEL.: Yes. Everybody changed at the same time. It was terribly bad planning.

Q: This happens sometimes. | was in Greece at one time, when the Greek Army colonels
took over [the Greek government]. A whole new team came in at the American Embassy.
We had no “baggage,” but we also had no experience.

HUMMEL: When | arrived in Taipei, | had two weeks' overlap with Ralph Clough, my
predecessor as DCM. He is a very good and solid character, as you know, and did a good
job of getting me started. We had one, extraordinary hitch. That was when we sat in the
Bubble Room, the classified conference room.

Q: It's a room [built of plastic] inside another room. No windows, just drapes. Fans blowing
to make “white noise” so that you can't be overheard.

HUMMEL.: That's right. So the room can't be bugged. A whole bunch of us sat there,
counting the E&E money. E&E stands for the Emergency and Evacuation program. In
those days we had a stock of—I don't know how many—perhaps 100 gold bars.

Q: You used gold bars? | was in [the Consulate General in] Dhahran [Saudi Arabia]. | think
that we had British gold sovereigns for potential, emergency use.
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HUMMEL: We probably had some of those, too. And we had an enormous amount of
American dollars in cash and local currency. | don't remember the totals but | do remember
one thing. That is, $7,000 was missing.

Q: Oh, God!

HUMMEL.: Ralph Clough had signed for it when he arrived. All that | could do was sign
and note that $7,000 were missing. This caused quite a bit of turmoil, but the problem was
quickly resolved. It turned out that the Gunnery Sergeant in charge of the Marine Guards
at the Embassy and who was responsible for security somehow had gotten, not only the
combination to the outside safe, but the inner safes, which he should not have had. He
was able to get into those, too. He'd swiped the money and lost it in gambling.

Q: Oh, my God!

HUMMEL.: Do you know, the Marines didn't fire him? The Marine Corps takes care of its
own in a very peculiar way. He was transferred and he had to make restitution. However,
he was not kicked out of the Marine Corps. I've never understood that. Anyway, that was a
trivial thing that happened when | took over.

Q: You were there from 1965 to 1967.
HUMMEL.: 1965 to 1968.
Q: What was the political situation in Taiwan?

HUMMEL.: It was very much under control. Chiang Kai-shek was in charge, and his son,
Chiang Ching-Kuo, was Minister of Defense. | got to know them all extremely well. | had
dozens of personal meetings with them, one on one. Direct conversations with Chiang
Kai-shek himself. We had a lot of business to handle, including commercial problems. We
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had incidents which | learned of from the CIA Chief of Station—incidentally, he was newly
arrived at the post, too. There was a huge CIA establishment there.

Q: What was it doing? Was it sort of outward looking [and engaged in] “China watching?”
HUMMEL.: It was mostly China watching.
Q: It wasn't concentrating on what was happening in Taiwan?

HUMMEL.: Not concentrating, but that was also a target for the CIA Station. They did a
pretty good job of that, too. We would discover, generally through the CIA Chief of Station,
that the Chinese Nationalists there were training people to use rubber boats to go to the
Mainland and carry out pinprick raids and so forth and maybe capture some unfortunate
sentry, kidnap him back to Taiwan and grill him. This was absolutely forbidden. The United
States had insisted, you will not do this. We will not assist you in any way. There will be
hell to pay if we catch you at it. But the Nationalists kept preparing operations like this,
often with the knowledge and assistance of the 500th U. S. Army Intelligence Unit. So we
would have to rap knuckles all over the place when we learned of an operation like this.

Taiwan was on a very even keel. My arrival in Taiwan coincided exactly with the end of the
last fiscal year in which we gave any AID assistance to Taiwan. Taiwan had “graduated.”
The Chinese Nationalists were very nervous about this. They wanted us to continue

the aid program. But we said, “No, you've graduated.” Everything went very well. All

the AID people left, except one, who was a member of the Joint Commission on Rural
Reconstruction, JCRR, which had been extremely successful, first on the Mainland, in
land reform. They were the ones who helped to spark the land reform in Taiwan, which
produced the capital and the impetus for the enormous progress which they have made.

Having these conversations with Chiang Kai-shek and knowing Mme. Chiang Kai-shek,
also known as “Madamissima,” and Chiang Ching-Kuo, whom | got to know very well,
personally—this was quite a heady experience.
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Q: What was your impression of all three of them? Let's do one at a time. First, the
Generalissimo, at this period of his long career.

HUMMEL: Well, | could see—and | knew the Chinese pretty well by that time, after my
time with the Chinese Nationalist guerrillas during World War II—that he was a very old
fashioned, authoritarian figure. Not very well educated. Not understanding a whole lot
about the dynamics of foreign countries, even the government of the United States, which,
| would think, he ought to have known better. How we work, what Congress does, what
can be done, and what can't be done. He was very narrow minded and authoritarian. Yet,
you had to give him credit for holding the country together during the anti-Japanese war.

I've never seen a complete figure, but it must be that somewhere around 85 percent of

all of the soldiers killed by the Japanese during World War Il were Chinese Nationalists.
True, the Chinese Communists were extremely successful in their guerrilla warfare—
much more successful than the Chinese Nationalists. True, the Chinese Communists also
lost people. However, it was in these horrible, huge, set piece battles that the Chinese
Nationalists lost so heavily. The Japanese repeatedly tried to take Chungking and weren't
able to do it. Chiang Kai-shek held a Chinese coalition together which was corrupt, did
not respond to the aspirations of most Chinese, lost the Civil War, and yet he remained a
sterling figure. You could see his iron will, assisted by long experience. | would say that
there were people who were trickier and maybe smarter than he was around him.

Q: | think that one of the great things that happened on Taiwan was that a land reform was
carried through, and Taiwan did not turn into a replica of mainland China. It appears that
Chiang Kai-shek learned a lesson, or something like that.

HUMMEL: There was a self examination session by the KMT, which hasn't been reported
very well. The Chinese Nationalist leaders on Taiwan decided, among other things, that
they would not allow the same mistakes on Taiwan that they had committed in Japanese-
occupied China: the takeover of the whole economy by people who had come over from
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mainland China. The result of the land reform on Taiwan was that the Taiwanese landlords
were paid off in bonds. Some of them sold the bonds, some of them used the bonds as
collateral. Today the big, big businessmen in Taiwan are Taiwanese—not mainlanders.

In this self examination business in 1949 and 1950 the Chinese Nationalists evidently put
their finger on their problems. They decided that corruption and the overbearing attitudes
of the mainlanders could not be continued.

There was a horrible incident which rankles to this day among the Taiwanese. In 1947
there was a riot against the mainlanders, and thousands of people were shot by the
occupying, Nationalist troops. After 40 years under the Japanese in a very peaceful, calm
atmosphere, that was a horrible thing to have happen.

That was in 1947. By the time the whole Nationalist government moved to Taiwan in
1949, they knew that they had to have a very different kind of relationship with Taiwan
and also a different kind of government apparatus. To give the KMT party credit, they
have successively co-opted all of the issues advanced by the opposition. That's the way
anybody should act to stay in power. To this day, even though the KMT is splitting up a
bit, and there is a pro-independence party, there is a truly open, multi-party society, with
elections and so on. The Kuomintang still knows how to survive and co-opt other people's
iIssues. About 70 percent of the membership of the Kuomintang is now Taiwanese.

Q: Still with reference to the time that you were there in Taiwan, what was the role of Mme.
Chiang Kai-shek?

HUMMEL: Well, she was known to be mercurial. | don't think that anybody really liked her.
| never liked her. In her disingenuous way she attracted a great deal of American attention
during the fight against the Japanese, with her lectures and speech tours. When she
spoke to the Congress of the United States, for example. | thought that she was a spoiled,
ex-beauty who was surrounded by the Soong family, some of whom were very unsavory
and corrupt characters. Nevertheless, she was still an important figure. | knew that it would
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be very important not to make an enemy of her. | never really had any occasion to run up
against her or to go contrary to her desires, as | did later with Mrs. Ne Win in Burma or as
Bill Sullivan did with Mrs. Marcos in the Philippines.

Q: You've referred to corruption. | speak as a former professional consular officer. Did
the corruption basically involve visas, passports, and that sort of thing? Was this a source
of irritation to you—getting requests and pressure from the upper reaches of Chinese
Nationalist society?

HUMMEL.: No. I think that we might have had one, minor scandal, where we caught
one Chinese staff member in the Embassy, falsifying papers. But that was trivial. The
corruption was not a matter of demanding visas. The corruption didn't involve the United
States. The corruption involved the public funds of Taiwan. We were really not involved.

Q: What about Chiang Ching-Kuo, the Generalissimo's son? What was your impression of
him?

HUMMEL.: | liked him. He had an unsavory past as a really iron-fisted enforcer of security
in Shanghai and on the mainland of China. He was obviously a tough character. However,
we got along very nicely. We had a lot of business to handle—mainly Defense Department
matters. He was Defense Minister. His Russian wife was very nice and pleasant. | don't
know how many times my wife and | have been to their house for dinner with just one
round table set. We got along very nicely. He was smart.

| once arranged to have a message passed to him because there was going to be a
worldwide airline boycott of Taiwan because a court in Taiwan was going to sentence
an American pilot to a substantial term in prison because of an accident which was not
his fault at all. It was a faulty beacon that caused a plane crash. Most of the passengers
survived.
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Anyway, this was the kind of thing that | wanted to be sure that he knew about and

that this was a real problem. If IFALPA, the International Federation of Air Line Pilots
Associations, was going to boycott Taiwan, it was a very real threat. They can do it if they
want to, as you know. It is a very powerful union—then and now. Chiang Ching-Kuo called
me back and said, Why didn't you come to me with this? Why did you have somebody
else leave a message for me? He was a little bit angry. He thought that our relationship
was close enough so that | shouldn't have left it to any intermediary. He was right. | should
have gone directly to him. Yet, interfering with the court system in Taiwan—which is what
he did—well, | was thinking like an American instead of like a Chinese, which | should
have been able to do.

Q: You arrived in Taiwan, and here you were, charg# d'affaires for a year. Were you able
to play the “Nationalist guerrilla” card with the KMT? The fact that, as a young man, you
had been involved with the Nationalist guerrillas—was this something that helped you?

HUMMEL.: Yes. This gave me a certain amount of face. They knew about it in advance.
Some of my Chinese Nationalist guerrilla friends were there in Taiwan. | used to see them
fairly frequently. Maybe | mentioned previously that the commander of this guerrilla unit
wrote a book which, slowly and in desultory fashion, | am translating into English. It's
about his experiences and is called, “Eight Years of War.” Yes, it was an asset to me to be
known as a friend of Taiwan who had fought as a member of KMT guerrillas.

Q: During your approximately three years in Taiwan, were there any major issues that we
had to deal with?

HUMMEL: No, | don't think so. It was too early for the issue of Taiwan's clandestine
nuclear activity to be a problem. That came along later. We had to move quickly to squash
that, as we did in the case of South Korea. The Chinese Nationalists had a constant desire
to do something with Mainland China—conduct clandestine raids or launch balloons, or
something like that. | don't think that we did anything to stop them from sending balloons
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carrying propaganda over Mainland China when the prevailing winds were right. We
certainly had to keep the Chinese Nationalists on a short leash for intelligence operations.
They, of course, conducted intelligence operations through Hong Kong. Frankly, we never
knew a great deal about that. They managed to screen that off from us. But this was not a
problem for us. I'm trying to think of any major difficulties that we had, but | can't recall any.

Q: What was the status of Quemoy [Kinmen] and Matsu? Were the Chinese Nationalists
and Communists still shelling each other in those days?

HUMMEL.: Yes, but only shells containing propaganda leaflets. Of course, the shell
casings were lethal, when they landed. They would fall somewhere and would injure or Kill
somebody. Then those exchanges dwindled down to every other day.

Q: With time off for holidays. At one time we were concerned that the Chinese Nationalists
had put too many of their troops into Quemoy and Matsu. Was that still a problem, were
we trying to persuade them to “pull back,” or did we just feel that it wasn't a good idea to
put so many of their eggs in a basket?

HUMMEL.: This issue had been fought out in the 1950's, when the Chinese Nationalists
had two major confrontations with the Chinese Communists over Quemoy Island. | went
over to Quemoy by plane a couple of times, as everybody does, and saw all of those
underground caverns. They virtually force you to drink this very fiery brandy which they
make there. It's quite an experience to look through the binoculars, as it used to be in
Hong Kong, into Communist China.

These confrontations—particularly the one in 1957—were particularly dangerous, when
the Chinese Communists asked the Soviets to make threats against our involvement,
while the Chinese Communists were seriously trying to take over Quemoy Island. There
was an enormous amount of shelling, preparation of landing craft, and so on. We provided
landing craft to help to resupply the Nationalist garrison. So we were heavily involved. In
fact, we figured out ways—this is all in the publicly available re